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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plain ti ff-Appellant, 
VS. 
TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, 
Defendant-Respondent. 
Supreme Court Case No. 38083 
CLERK'S RECORD ON APPEAL 
Appeal from the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District, in and for the County of Ada. 
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LAWRENCE G. WAS DEN 
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Page 1 of 4 
Judicial District Court -Ada Count 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-FE-2010-0004342 Current Judge: Deborah Bail 
Defendant: Liechty, Troy Edwin 
User: CCTHIEBJ 
State of Idaho vs. Troy Edwin Liechty 
Date 
3/16/2010 
3/18/2010 
4/1/2010 
4/6/2010 
4/9/2010 
4/12/2010 
4/14/2010 
4/15/2010 
4/23/2010 
4/26/2010 
Code 
NCRF 
PROS 
HRSC 
ARRN 
ORPD 
CHGA 
HRSC 
BSET 
ORPD 
ORPD 
MFBR 
NOHG 
RODD 
CHGA 
BNDS 
SOUN 
HRSC 
COMT 
INFO 
PROS 
DCAR 
HRSC 
MOTN 
ORDR 
NOTC 
WARB 
STAT 
User 
PRNYEJED 
PRNYEJED 
TCMCCOSL 
TCFINNDE 
TCFINNDE 
TCFINNDE 
TCFINNDE 
TCFINNDE 
MADEFRJM 
MADEFRJM 
TCRAMISA 
TCRAMISA 
TCRAMISA 
CCMANLHR 
TCWADAMC 
CCMANLHR 
CCMANLHR 
CCMANLHR 
TCBULCEM 
PRFLEMSM 
CCLUEDTC 
CCLUEDTC 
TCBULCEM 
CCLUEDTC 
TCPETEJS 
CCLUEDTC 
CCLUEDTC 
CCLUEDTC 
Judge 
New Case Filed - Felony Magistrate Court Clerk 
Prosecutor assigned Ada County Prosecutor Magistrate Court Clerk 
Hearing Scheduled (Video Arraignment John Hawley Jr. 
03/16/2010 01 :30 PM) 
Hearing result for Video Arraignment held on John Hawley Jr. 
03/16/201 O 01 :30 PM: Arraignment/ First 
Appearance 
Order Appointing Public Defender Ada County Magistrate Court Clerk 
Public Defender 
Judge Change: Adminsitrative James Cawthon 
Hearing Scheduled (Preliminary 04/06/2010 James Cawthon 
08:30 AM) 
BOND SET: at 20000.00 - (I37-2732(C)(1) James Cawthon 
Controlled Substance-Possession of) 
Order Appointing Public Defender James Cawthon 
Order Appointing Public Defender James Cawthon 
Motion For Bond Reduction 
Notice Of Hearing 
Defendant's Request for Discovery 
Judge Change: Adminsitrative 
Bond Posted - Surety (Amount 20000.00 ) 
James Cawthon 
James Cawthon 
James Cawthon 
Michael Oths 
Michael Oths 
Hearing result for Preliminary held on 04/06/201 O Michael Oths 
08:30 AM: Bound Over (after Prelim) 
Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment 04/12/2010 Michael Oths 
01 :30 PM) 
Commitment 
Information 
Prosecutor assigned Heather Reilly 
Michael Oths 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bail 
Hearing result for Arraignment held on Deborah Bail 
04/12/2010 01 :30 PM: District Court 
Arraignment- Court Reporter: Susan Gambee 
Number of Pages:50 
Hearing Scheduled (Entry of Plea 04/26/2010 Deborah Bail 
01 :30 PM) 
Motion for PH transcript Deborah Bail 
Order For PH Transcript Deborah Bail 
Notice of Preparation of Transcript Deborah Bail 
Warrant Issued - Bench Bond amount: 200000.00 Deborah Bail 
Failure to Appear Defendant: Liechty, Troy 
Edwin (ISSUED 4/26/2010) 
STATUS CHANGED: Inactive 
Notice of Forfeiture of Surety Bond 
Deborah BaP0003 
Deborah Bail 
Date: 1 0/13/201 O 
Time: 01:03 PM 
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Judicial District Court - Ada Count 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-FE-2010-0004342 Current Judge: Deborah Bail 
Defendant: Liechty, Troy Edwin 
State of Idaho vs. Troy Edwin Liechty 
Date Code User 
4/26/2010 DCHH CCLUEDTC Hearing result for Entry of Plea held on 
04/26/2010 01 :30 PM: District Court Hearing Heh 
Court Reporter: Susan Gambee 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: 50 
4/29/2010 HRSC TCMCCOSL Hearing Scheduled (Video Arraignment 
04/29/2010 01 :30 PM) 
HRSC TCMCCOSL Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment 05/10/2010 
01:30 PM) 
WART TCMCCOSL Warrant Returned Failure to Appear 
Defendant: Liechty, Troy Edwin 
STAT TCMCCOSL STATUS CHANGED: Pending 
BOOK TCMCCOSL Booked into Jail on: 
ARRN TCGARDKM Hearing result for Video Arraignment held on 
04/29/2010 01 :30 PM: Arraignment/ First 
Appearance 
ORPD MADEFRJM Order Appointing Public Defender 
ORPD MADEFRJM Order Appointing Public Defender 
NOPE TCMCCOSL Notification of Penalties for Escape 
5/7/2010 MISC TCRAMISA PH Transcript Filed 
5/10/2010 MOTN TCPETEJS Motion for Exoneration of Bail After 
Forfeiture/Sherriff Cert 
DCHH CCLUEDTC Hearing result for Arraignment held on 
05/10/2010 01 :30 PM: District Court Hearing Heh 
Court Reporter: Susan Gambee 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: 50 
HRSC CCLUEDTC Hearing Scheduled (Entry of Plea 05/17/2010 
01:30 PM) 
INFP2 CCLUEDTC Information Part 2 Filed 
5/17/2010 DCHH CCLUEDTC Hearing result for Entry of Plea held on 
05/17/2010 01:30 PM: District Court Hearing Heh 
Court Reporter:Susan Gambee 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated:50 
HRSC CCLUEDTC Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference 
07/26/2010 09:30 AM) 
PLEA CCLUEDTC A Plea is entered for charge: - NG 
(137-2732(C)(1) Controlled 
Substance-Possession of) 
PLEA CCLUEDTC A Plea is entered for charge: - NG (118-3302 
Weapon-Carry Concealed Weapon Without a 
License) 
PLEA CCLUEDTC A Plea is entered for charge: - NG (119-2514 
Enhancement-Persistent Violator) 
HRSC CCLUEDTC Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 08/12/2010 09:30 
AM) 
User: CCTHIEBJ 
Judge 
Deborah Bail 
Michael Oths 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bail 
Michael Oths 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bai poooi 
Date: 10/13/2010 
Time: 01:03 PM 
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h Judicial District Court - Ada Coun 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-FE-2010-0004342 Current Judge: Deborah Bail 
Defendant: Liechty, Troy Edwin 
User: CCTHIEBJ 
State of Idaho vs. Troy Edwin Liechty 
Date 
5/18/2010 
5/28/2010 
6/8/2010 
6/14/2010 
6/18/2010 
6/22/2010 
7/12/2010 
7/20/2010 
7/21/2010 
7/23/2010 
7/26/2010 
8/11/2010 
8/12/2010 
Code 
MOTN 
MISC 
RSDS 
RQDS 
RSDS 
MFBR 
HRSC 
ORDR 
DCHH 
MISC 
MISC 
NOTC 
NOTC 
RSDS 
MOTN 
DCHH 
DEOP 
MISC 
DCHH 
DSBC 
DSBC 
DSBC 
User 
CCLUEDTC 
TCRAMISA 
TCRAMISA 
TCRAMISA 
TCRAMISA 
TCRAMISA 
TCRAMISA 
DCTHERTL 
DCTHERTL 
CCLUEDTC 
TCRAMISA 
CCLUEDTC 
TCRAMISA 
TCRAMISA 
TCRAMISA 
TCPETEJS 
CCLUEDTC 
DCTHERTL 
TCBELLHL 
CCLUEDTC 
CCLUEDTC 
CCLUEDTC 
CCLUEDTC 
Notice of Trial Setting 
Motion to Suppress 
Defendant's Brief in Support of Motion to 
Suppress 
State/City Response to Discovery 
State/City Request for Discovery 
Judge 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bail 
State/City Response to Discovery/Addendum Deborah Bail 
Motion For Bond Reduction Deborah Bail 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 07/12/2010 09:30 Deborah Bail 
AM) Motion to Reduce Bond 
Order Setting Hearing (7/12/10@ 9:30) Deborah Bail 
Hearing result for Motion held on 07/12/201 o Deborah Bail 
09:30 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Susan Gambee 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Motion to Reduce Bond 50 
State's Objection and Memorandum in Response Deborah Bail 
to Defendant's Motion to Suppress 
Supplement To States Response To def Motion Deborah Bail 
To Suppress 
Notice of Intent to Impeach Deborah Bail 
Notice of Intent to Use Evidence Pursuant to IRE Deborah Bail 
404(b) and ICR 16 
State/City Response to Discovery/Second 
Addendum 
Motion to Set Aside Forfeiture 
Deborah Bail 
Deborah Bail 
Hearing result for Pretrial Conference held on Deborah Bail 
07/26/2010 09:30 AM: District Court Hearing Heh 
Court Reporter: Susan Gambee 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: 50 
Decision and Order Re: Motion to Suppress Deborah Bail 
State's Motion for Permission to Appeal Deborah Bail 
Interlocutory Order 
Hearing result for Jury Trial held on 08/12/2010 Deborah Bail 
09:30 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Vanessa Gosney 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: 50 
Dismissed by the Court (137-2732(C)(1) Deborah Bail 
Controlled Substance-Possession of) 
Dismissed by the Court (118-3302 Weapon-Carry Deborah Bail 
Concealed Weapon Without a License) 
Dismissed by the Court (119-2514 Deborah Bail 
Enhancement-Persistent Violator) 
00005 
Date: 10/13/2010 
Time: 01 :03 PM 
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Judicial District Court - Ada Count 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-FE-2010-0004342 Current Judge: Deborah Bail 
Defendant: Liechty, Troy Edwin 
User: CCTHIEBJ 
State of Idaho vs. Troy Edwin Liechty 
Date Code User Judge 
8/12/2010 STAT CCLUEDTC STATUS CHANGED: closed pending clerk action Deborah Bail 
BNDE CCLUEDTC Surety Bond Exonerated (Amount 20,000.00) Deborah Bail 
8/17/2010 DSBT CCLUEDTC Order of Dismissal Deborah Bail 
STAT CCLUEDTC STATUS CHANGED: closed Deborah Bail 
8/23/2010 MOTN TCRAMISA Motion for Return of Property Deborah Bail 
9/22/2010 APSC TCRAMISA Appealed To The Supreme Court Deborah Bail 
10/1/2010 ORDR CCLUEDTC Order Appt State Appellate PD Deborah Bail 
00006 
DR# 10-006223 
GREG H. BOWER 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
James E Vogt 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street, Room 3191 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7700 
' I 
NO. t I \ '~ FiLeD A.M J 'V ·P.M. __ _ 
·1 6 2010 
J. DAVID 
By S. McCorm<1ck 
DePU'fV 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TROY EDWIN LIECH'IY, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ ) 
Case No. CR-FE-2010-0004342 
COMPLAINT 
Liechty's DOB 
Liechty's SSN: 
PERSONALLY APPEARED Before me this/ 0 day of March 2010, James E Vogt, 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, in and for the County of Ada, State of Idaho, who, being first 
duly sworn, complains and says: that TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, on or about the 15th day 
of March, 2010, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did commit the crimes of: L 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, FELONY, LC. §37-2732(c) and II. 
CONCEALING A DANGEROUS WEAPON, MISDEMEANOR, LC. §18-3302(7)(9) as 
follows: 
COMPLAINT (LIECHTY), Page 1 00007 
COUNT! 
That the Defendant, TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, on or about the 15th day of March, 
2010, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled substance, 
to-wit: Methamphetamine and/or Amphetamine, a Schedule II controlled substance. 
COUNT II 
That the Defendant, TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, on or about the 15th day of 
March, 2010, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did carry a concealed weapon, to-
wit: a 10 1/2 inch knife in his immediate vicinity and/or while in a motor vehicle 
inside the limits of a city, without obtaining a license to carry a concealed weapon. 
All of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of the statute in such case and 
against the peace and dignity of the State ofldaho. 
GREG H. BOWER 
Ada County Prosecutor 
James1E V 
I 
Depu7Y Prosecuting Attorney 
J 
SUBSCRIBED AND Sworn to before me this lb day of March 2010. 
i~~_/ 
Magistrate 
COMPLAINT (LIECHTY), Page 2 
00008 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO, ADA COUNTY, MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
PROBABLE CAUSE FORM 
STA TE OF IDAHO 
va. 
1ioY tkt,, l:er~~ 
~ROSECUTOR J. Vai 
COMPLAINING WITNESS _________ _ 
JUDGE 
D BERECZ 0 MacGREGOR-IRBY 
D BIETER 0 MANWEILER 
D CAWTHON 0 McDANIEL 
D COMSTOCK 0 MINDER 
D DAY 0 OTHS 
D GAROUNIA 0 REARDON 
D HARRIGFELO 0 STECKEL 
0 HAWLEY Ctr'" SWAIN 
0 HICKS 0 WATKINS 
0 
0 
COMMENTS 
( } AGENT'S WARRANT 
( } RULE S(b} 
( } FUGITIVE 
PROBABLE CAUSE FORM 
CASE NO. {G-Jo- lfJl./1-
CLERK H. MANLEY 
DATE 3 / Jro I 2010 TIME }D:33 
TOXIMETER __________ _ 
CASE ID.~ 03»lb10 BEG. /063~ 
END / D 3L/ c.;r;; 
STATUS 
~ STATE SWORN 
(3"' PCFOUND 
~COMPLAINT SIGNED 
D AMENDED COMPLAINT SIGNED 
D AFFIDAVIT SIGNED 
D NO PC FOUND 
D EXONERATE BOND 
D SUMMONS TO BE ISSUED 
D WARRANT ISSUED 
D BONO SETS 
D NO CONTACT 
D.R.t __________ _ 
0 DISMISS CASE 
~IN CUSTODY 
00009 
ADA COUNTY MAGISTRATE MINUTES 
Troy Edwin Liechty CR-FE-2010-0004342 
Scheduled Event: Video Arraignment Tuesday, March 16, 2010 01 :30 PM 
Judge: John Hawley Jr. Clerk: ,S:::C: Interpreter: _______ _ 
ProsecutingAgency~AC _BC _GC _ MC Pr~ ~-~~~ 
@Attorney: -~J-...l.._..,( _ -\.;).~_f!!,.,_)..,__4~..>.J~L----
• 1 J37-2732(C)(1) Controlled Substance-Possession of F 
• 2 118-3302 Weapon-Carry Concealed Weapon Without a License M 
{'1:i [ :?fl Case Called 
__ Advised of Rights 
Defendant:~sent Not Present ~n Custody 
___ Waived Rights ~ Appointed __ Waived Attorney 
Guilty Plea/ PV Admit N/G Plea Advise Subsequent Penalty 
- ~ -
~ond $7J))[)[X) ~ __ ROR __ Pay/ Stay __ Payment Agreement 
In Chambers PT Memo __ Written Guilty Plea ___ No Contact Order 
@BSJ 
Finish Release Defendant 
CR-FE-2010-0004342 00010 
ADA COUNTY PUBL 
Attorneys for Defendant 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone; (208) 287-7400 
Facsimile; (208) 287-7409 
AiVI ____ F_.•~c~= 
1 8 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff 
vs. 
TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-FE-2010-0004342 
MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION 
COMES NOW, TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, the above-named defendant, by and through 
counsel RICHARD D TOOTHMAN, Ada County Public Defender's office, and moves this 
Court for its ORDER reducing bond in the above-entitled matter upon the grounds that the bond 
is so unreasonably high that the defendant, who is an indigent person without funds, cannot post 
such a bond, and for the reason that the defendant has thereby been effectively denied their right 
to bail. 
DATED, Thursday, March 18, 2010. 
RICHARD D TOOTHMAN 
Attorney for Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on Thursday, March I 8, 20 I 0, l mailed a true and correct 
copy of the within instrument to: 
SHAWNA DUNN 
Counsel for the State of Idaho 
by placing said same in the Interdepartmental Mail. 
MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION 
00011: 
ADA COUNTY MAGISTRATE MINUTES 
Troy Edwin Liechty CR-FE-2010-0004342 DOB:-
Scheduled Event: Preliminary Tuesday, April 06, 2010 08:30 AM 
Judge: Michael Oths 
Prosecuting Agency: 
Clerk: H. MANLEY Interpreter: _______ _ 
MC Pros: ~ Dvo(\ @_sc (Yi Attorney hl TDaJifMC\ GC 
• 1 I37-2732(C)(1) Controlled Substance-Possession of F 
• 2 118-3302 Weapon-Carry Concealed Weapon Without a License M 
Defendant: Present Not Present /55?t/lf Case Called 
__ Advised of Rights ___ Waived Rights __ PD Appointed 
In Custody 
Waived Attorney 
__ Guilty Plea/ PV Admit 
~ond $ JO,aD 
-- .. 
In Chambers 
N/G Plea 
ROR 
PT Memo 
Finish ) Release Defendant 
CR-FE-2010-0004342 
__ Advise Subsequent Penalty 
__ Pay/ Stay 
Written Guilty Plea 
Payment Agreement 
___ No Contact Order 
00012 
Sess-1on: Oths040610 
Sessj_on: Oths040610 
Session Date: 2010/04/06 
Judg,~: Oths, Michael J. 
Reporter: 
Clerk (s): 
Manley, Heidi 
State Attorneys: 
Dunn, Shawna 
Wel.sh, Whitney 
\'Jh.i te, Jeff 
Public Defender(s) 
Moo r-e, Larry 
Too t:hman, Rick 
Prob. ort·icer(s) 
Court interpreter(s) 
Case TD: 0006 
Division: MC 
Session Time: 08:20 
Case Number: FE-10-4342 
Plaintiff: 
2010/04/06 
Plaintiff Attorney: 
Defendant: Liechty, Troy Edwin 
Co-Defendant(s) 
Pers. Attorney: 
State Attorney: Dunn, Shawna 
Public Defender: Toothman, Rick 
15:57:44 - Operator 
Recording: 
15:57:44 - New case 
Liechty, Troy Edwin 
15:57:48 - State Attorney: Dunn, Shawna 
15:57:58 - Public Defender: Toothman, Rick 
15:58:08 - Defendant: Liechty, Troy Edwin 
Defendant present, on bond. 
15:58:37 - Other: Kaurin, David 
Sworn. 
15:58:38 - State Attorney: Dunn, Shawna 
Direct examination of witness. 
15:58:40 - Other: Kaurin, David 
BPD 
15:58:43 - Other: Kaurin, David 
March 15, 2010 
15:59:12 - Other: Kaurin, David 
It was a residential area 
15:59:20 - Other: Kaurin, David 
Capital High is in the area, 
Page 1 
Courtroom: CR204 
00013 
Session: Oths040610 
lS:59:30 - Other: Kaurin, David 
I don't normally see vehicles parked there, 
16:00:06 - Other: Kaurin, David 
Identifies the defendant 
16:00:40 - Other: Kaurin, David 
Approached on the passanger side of the vehicle 
16:00:52 - Other: Kaurin, David 
There was something in his right hand 
lG:01:21 - Other: Kaurin, David 
He had a matalic flashlight in his hand, 
l6:0l:38 - Other: Kaurin, David 
Asked him why he was there, he said he had a large knife 
16:02:31 - Other: Kaurin, David 
lt was under the backseat of the vehicle, easily accessable 
from the driver 
16:02:46 - Other: Kaurin, David 
or passangers seat 
16:02:55 - Other: Kaurin, David 
10 1/2 inch butcher block type knife 
16:03:50 - Other: Kaurin, David 
The other officer found a small baggie with what we thought 
was meth in it. 
16:04:24 - State Attorney: Dunn, Shawna 
Moves to admit States #1 
16:04:32 - Public Defender: Toothman, Rick 
No Objection 
16:04:49 - Judge: Oths, Michael J. 
States #1 is received 
16:05:15 - Other: Kaurin, David 
He stated he was homeless, 
16:05:37 - Public Defender: Toothman, Rick 
Cross-examination of the witness. 
16:05:44 - Other: Kaurin, David 
Conversation was recorded 
16:07:05 - Other: Kaurin, David 
He stated he didn't know where the Meth came from 
16:07:21 - Other: Kaurin, David 
Nothing further, witness steps down. 
16:07:24 - State Attorney: Dunn, Shawna 
16:07:25 - Public Defender: Toothman, Rick 
16:07:28 - Judge: Oths, Michael J. 
16:07:28 - Judge: Oths, Michael J. 
Bound Over Bail 4-12-10 at 9:00 commitment Signed 
16:08:36 - Judge: Oths, Michael J. 
State signes for exhibits 
16:08:44 - Operator 
Stop recording: 
Page 2 
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GREG H. BOWER 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
Shawna Dunn 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street, Room 3191 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Phone: 287-7700 
Fax: 287-7709 
NO.-t{o:.. Q b. FILED A.M __ ....__,P.M ___ _ 
r 2010 
J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk 
By H. MANLEY 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
______________ ) 
Case No. CR-FE-2010-0004342 
COMMITMENT 
Defendant's DOB: 
Defendant's SSN: 
THE ABOVE NANIED DEFENDANT, TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, having been 
be ore this Court for a Preliminary Examination on the 0 day of 
-------' 2010, on a charge that the Defendant on or about the 15th day of March, 
20 0, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did commit the crimes of: L POSSESSION OF 
A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, FELONY, LC. §37-2732(c) and II. CONCEALING A 
DANGEROUS WEAPON, MISDEMEANOR, LC. §18-3302(7)(9) as follows: · 
COMMITMENT (LIECHTY), Page 1 
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COUNT! 
That the Defendant, TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, on or about the 15th day of 
March, 2010, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Methamphetamine and/or Amphetamine, a Schedule II controlled 
substance. 
COUNT II 
That the Defendant, TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, on or about the 15th day of 
March, 2010, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did carry a concealed weapon, to-wit: 
a 10 1/2 inch knife in his immediate vicinity and/or while in a motor vehicle inside the 
limits of a city, without obtaining a license to carry a concealed weapon. 
The Defendant having so appeared and having had/having waived preliminary 
examination, the Court sitting as a Committing Magistrate finds that the offense charged as 
set forth has been committed in Ada County, Idaho, and that there is sufficient cause to 
believe that the Defendant is guilty of committing the offense as charged. 
WHEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the Defendant be held to answer to the 
District Court of the Fourth Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of 
Ada, to the charge herein set fort~et in the sum of$ 2o 1000 -
DATED this~ day of---~r-ttt-~---' 2010. 
COMMITMENT (LIECHTY), Page 2 0001.G 
GREG H. BOWER 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street, Room 3191 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Phone: 287-7700 
Fax: 287-7709 
APR O 9 2010 
J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk 
Sy ERIN BULCHER 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
______________ ) 
Case No. CR-FE-2010-0004342 
INFORMATION 
GREG H. BOWER, Prosecuting Attorney, in and for the County of Ada, State of 
Idaho, who in the name and by the authority of the State, prosecutes in its behalf, comes 
now into District Court of the County of Ada, and states that TROY EDWIN LIECHTY is 
accused by this Information of the crimes of: I. POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED 
SUBSTANCE, FELONY, I.C. §37-2732(c) and II. CONCEALING A DANGEROUS 
WEAPON, MISDEMEANOR, I.C. §18-3302(7)(9) which cnmes were committed as 
follows: 
INFORMATION (LIECHTY), Page 1 
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COUNT! 
That the Defendant, TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, on or about the 15th day of 
March, 2010, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Methamphetamine and/or Amphetamine, a Schedule II controlled 
substance. 
COUNT II 
That the Defendant, TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, on or about the 15th day of 
March, 2010, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did carry a concealed weapon, to-wit: 
a 10 1/2 inch knife in his immediate vicinity and/or while in a motor vehicle inside the 
limits of a city, without obtaining a license to carry a concealed weapon. 
All of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of the statute in such case and 
against the peace and dignity of the State ofldaho. 
Ada unty Prosecuting Attorney 
INFORMATION (LIECHTY), Page 2 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
DEBORAH A. BAIL Date: l*;lf /c2, lie 
DISTRICT JUDGE 
STATE OF IDAHO. 
Plaintiff, 
COURT MINUTES 
) 
) 
) 
vs. 
. ,,/ 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No . {!)_7 Io o oo t/ 3 c/ .z_. 
~Q<,~ 
Defendant, 
INITIAL ARRAIGNMENT 
Appearances: J~ f". ;J J,. 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney ~ Counsel for the State 
/c,t1. /1J-£7 
Deputy Public Defender Counsel for the Defendant 
Interpreter ___________________________ _ 
THIS TltvlE SET FOR INITIAL ARRAIGNMENT: 
(,,.Y- The Court informed the defendant of the charges filed being a felony and of the possible 
penalties which could be imposed. 
W". The Court advised the defendant of the right to counsel at public expense in all 
proceedings of this Court. 
n Public Defender reaffirmed/appointed to represent the defendant. 
( ) Mr. __________ appearing as counsel of record for the defendant. 
( ) Right to counsel waived by the defendant. 
<< The Court advised the defendant of the right to appeal from any judgment entered by this 
Court, to be represented by counsel in said appeal and of payment of costs incurred in 
said appeal at public expense, and of the appeal time being forty-two ( 42) days. 
(~ True copy of the Information delivered to the defendant and counsel. (< True Name. 
( ) Ddendant's corrected name is 
--------------------
00019 
(~ Formal reading of the Information waived by the Defendant. 
( ) The Court read the Information to the Defendant. 
~ The Court advised the defendant of the right to a trial by jury, of the different charge(s) 
set forth in the [nformation, of the time, not less than one day that could be taken before 
entering a plea and the right to remain silent. 
if The Court advised the defendant that if a plea of guilty was entered to a charge, the 
presumption of innocence, the constitutional right to a trial by jury, the right to confront 
accusers, the privilege against self-incrimination and the right of self defense would be 
waived. All legal and factual defenses and any defects in the State's case would be 
waived. 
e reqyest of the defendant, the Court continued this matter until 
~ • · • C!.' -1 -3° for entry of a plea. 
( ) Statutory time waived by the defendant. 
() In answer to the Court, the defendant entered a plea of "Not Guilty". 
( ) There being no objection by the defendant, the Court set this case for trial before the 
Court and a jury on _______________ at _______ m. 
( l In answer to the Court, the defendant entered a plea of" Guilty". 
( ) Defendant sworn and examined regarding the plea. 
( ) The defendant indicated an understanding of the possible penalties and that no promises 
of leniency or threats had been made to induce the plea. 
( ) The defendant fully understands that BY PLEADING GUILTY the presumption of 
innocence, the constitutional right to a trial by jury, the right to confront accusers, the 
privilege against self incrimination and the right of self defense are waived. All legal and 
factual defenses and any defects in the State's case are waived. 
() The Court accepts the defendant's plea of "Guilty". 
t J lhe Court st:t aside the defendant's plea of ··Guilty" and directed the Clerk to enter a plea 
of '"Not Guilty" on behalf of the defendant. 
( ) Request and Stipulation for Discovery submitted. 
00020 
( ) Compliance date set for 
---------------------
t } The Court ordered a presentence report and continued this matter :until 
________________ at ______ for said report and 
disposition. 
( ) . Defendant remande~ to the custody of the Sheriff. << Defendant continued on .bond. · 
( ) Defendant continueg on own recognizance. 
Rep.urti:r; 
Clerk: 
Su~anGambee 
Carol Luedtka 
00021: 
ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 
By ERIN BUlCHE=R 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
.. 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TROY E. LIECHTY, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-FE-2010-0004342 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
HEARING TRANSCRIPT 
COMES NOW, TROY E. LIECHTY, the defendant above-named, by and through 
counsel ANTHONY R. GEDDES, Ada County Public Defender's office, and moves this Court 
pursuant to ICR 5.1 (d) for an ORDER providing typewritten transcripts of the preliminary 
hearing proceedings, which were held April 6, 2010, as they are essential and necessary for filing 
pretrial motions. The defendant, being indigent, also requests that the transcripts be prepared at 
the cost of Ada County, and as soon as possible. 
DA TED, this 4 day of April 20 l 0. 
ANTHONY R. GEDDES 
Attorney for Defendant 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING TRANSCRIPT 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this / i/ day of April 20 l 0, ! mailed a true and correct 
copy of the within instrument to the Ada County Transcript Coordinator by placing said same in 
the Interdepartmental Mail. 
MOTION 1-'OR PRELIMINARY HEARING TRANSCRIPT 
00023 2 
ANTHONY R. GEDDES 
Deputy Public Defender 
ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 
~?R ·\ ~ 
--rv 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THEplllf)Witt'iUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
ST A TE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TROY E. LIECHTY, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-FE-2010-0004342 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
HEARING TRANSCRIPT 
For good cause appearing, this Court hereby grants the defendant's MOTION FOR 
PRELIMINARY HEARING TRANSCRIPT. Pursuant to ICR 5.l(d), a typewritten transcript of 
the preliminary hearing in this action shall be prepared at the expense of Ada County, and as 
soon as possible. 
SO ORDERED AND DATED, this /~-day of April 2010. 
DEBORAH A. BAIL 
District Judge 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING TRANSCRIPT 
r . 
fl ;1 /I) IJ? ;, -# <,\I . 
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CRIMINAL CASE FILE MEMO S () /J 
DA TE:~~--"""-!..=+-'-e>:::-L.-=V DEFENDANT PRESENT Y(WCUSTODY/BOND 
FROM: .;;....;;.;...;~-=--.;-'--~-=+~--=-=~-=..;:;;...;;.....;;..:=---=-.c.=~==:c_.__ _____ _ 
Interpreter _____________________ _ 
tlea ~.aarrggaalin ~ - d ~ dL_ ~ ,qL ~ -
ff~ dii 6 fi Jl~ ~?dz Cd~cr--- · 
Motion for Bond Reduction - circle/ Not Advanced/ Withdra\vn Denied Granted 
,\JJitional Remarks (include anything the defendant or either counst:1 was told) 
-----
00025 
ADA COUNTY MAGISTRATE MINUTES 
Troy Edwin Liechty CR-FE-2010-0004342 DOB:-
Scheduled Event: Video Arraignment Thurs~pril 29, 2010 01 :30 PM 
Judge: Michael Oths Clerk: ~ Interpreter:--~-----
Prosecuting Agency: X- AC _ BC GC MC Pros: --1.-tcr--1-1µ:...;~~~~_:__ __ 
~ Attorney: --'--'1------+------~-
• 1 I37-2732(C)(1) Controlled Substance-Possession of F 
• 2 118-3302 Weapon-Carry Concealed Weapon Without a License M 
\HH {!)\,.,) Case Called Defendant: ~res 
-~ Advised of Rights ___ Waived Right ,---<-
Guilty Plea / PV Admit N/G Plea Advise Subsequent Penalty 
~nd $c:2(x);onD- ROR 
In Chambers PT Memo 
Pay/ Stay 
Written Guilty Plea 
Payment Agreement 
___ No Contact Order 
f1riii' O-[D-lD Ci? /?3Q 
\ 
Finish Release Defendant 
CR-FE-2010-0004342 00026 
B~il' Agency 
" D 1· 
_22 Z S Col, ~c FILED io/,o Jt 9 AT I: 06j2 M 
~dress ,,. • e, 
J..::;,,-,, s e I cl 8 37 c.,, , 
Phone 
Fax 
J. DAVID NAVARRO, 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
BY j V ;rl:;_~ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IOAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
Deputy 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. C. \L FE 2 o Io oco "f3 'i 2 
MOTION FOR EXONERATION OF Plaintiff, 
BAIL AFTER FORFEITURE 
vs. 
Power No. __J:..!.l,..~~~.,.._.;...;..-l-. __ _ 
Ltec b+, 
Defehdant. 
Date Forfeited: ?CIO 
Charge: Yp<<,c:;<; II<'' (•·f CrqJcc !le,( 
' 
PURSUANT TO THE GUIDELINES FOR THE ADMINISTRATION OF BAIL BONDS IN THE 
FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT ADOPTED BY THIS COURT, 
MOTION IS HEREBY MADE that the undertaking of bail posted in the matter herein 
by Hc,"ffl~r a ,,,t:>n, ·R,d T<.a,·"Js • on behalf of the above-named defendant, be 
exonerated; and 
IT IS FURTHER STATED that said undertaking in this matter has been forfeited by 
this co~rt; h_owever, th? above-named defendant ~as surre~o the ~o~nty Sh:riff 
as certified m the Certificate of Surrender of De~ndant filed1 here111, all w1thm the time 
limits prescribed by said Guidelines. ·~· ~i _' ' · 
--t~I<~, (Bai gen Date 
APPROVAL OF TRIAL COURT ADMINISTRATOR 
Having reviewed the file in this matter, it is my determination that all requirements 
of the Court's Guidelines For the Administration of Bail Bonds in the Fourth Judicial 
District have been timely complied with in this matter. 
For Trial Court Administrator · Date 
Fourth Judicial District 
00027 
MOTION FOR EXONERATION OF BAlL AFTER FORFEITURE (Rev. 8-20081 
State of Idaho vs. Troy Edwin Liechty Next hearing scheduled: 05/10/20 lO I :30 PM Case: CR-FE-20 I 0-0004342 
District Judge: Deborah Bail Amount due: $0.00 Pending 
Violation 
Charges: Date Charge Citation Disposition 
Pending 
hearings: 
Register 
03/15/2010 l37-2732(C)(I) Controlh:d Substance-
Possession of 
Arresting O11icer: Kaurin. David. BO 
0311512010 !18-3302 Weapon-Carry Concealed Weapon 1388677 
Without a License 
Arresting Otlieer: Kaurin. David. BO 
Date/Time Judge 
05/ I 0/20 IO Deborah Bai I 
1:30PM 
Hearing Type 
Arrai gnrnen t 
of Date 
actions: 
03/16/2010 Ne\~ Case Filed - Felony 
03116/20 IO Prosecutor assigned Ada County Prosecutor 
03/16/20 IO Hearing Scheduled ( Video Arraignment 03!16/20 IO 0 I :30 PM) 
03116120 IO Hearing result for Video Arraignment held on 03/16/20 l 0 0 I :30 PM: Arraignment/ First Appearance 
03! I 6120 IO Order Appointing Public D..:fendcr Ada County Public D..:fender 
03/1612010 Judge Chang..:: Adminsitrative 
03/16120IO Hearing Scheduled (Preliminary 04/06/20IO 08:30 AM) 
03/ 16/20 IO BOND SET: at 20000.00 (137-2732( C)( I) Controlled Substance-Possession of) 
03/16/20 IO Order Appointing Public Defender 
03116/20 IO Order Appointing Public Defonder 
03/18/20 IO Motion For Bond Reduction 
03/ 18/20 IO Notice Of Mearing 
03/1812010 Dd~ndant's Request for Discovery 
04/01/20 IO Judge Change: AJminsitrative 
04/06120 IO Bond Posted - Surety (Amount 20000.00 ) 
04/06/20!0 11..:aring result for Preliminary held on 04/06/20IO 08:30 AM: Bound Over (after Prelim) 
04/06/2010 Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment 04112/2010 0 l :30 P\,1) 
04.106/2010 Commitment 
04/09120 IO l nfonnation 
04/09/20 I() Prosecutor assigned Heather Rei I ly 
04/12/2010 
04/l2/20IO 
f !caring result for Arraignment hdd on 04/12/2010 0 I :30 PM: District Court Arraignment-
Court Reporter: Susan Gambee Number of Pages:50 
II earing Scheduled (Entry of Plea 04/26/2010 0 I :30 PM) 
04/14/20 IO Motion for Pl-! transcript 
04/ 15/20 IO Order For Pl-I Transcript 
04123120 IO Notice of Preparation of Transcript 
04 1"l6f"0IO Warrant Issued - Bench Bond amount: 200000,00 Failure to Appear Defendant: Liechty, Troy 
,_ - Edwin (ISSUED 4/26/2010) 
04/2612010 STATUS CHANGED: Inactive 
00028 
0-l/26/20 IO Notice of Forfeiture of Surety Bond 
0412612010 Hearing result for Entry of Pica held on 04/26/20 IO 0 I :30 PM: District Coun II caring fkld Court Reponer: Susan Gambee Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: 50 
04/29/2010 Hearing Scheduled (Video Arraignment 04/29/2010 01:30 PM) 
04/29/20 IO Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment 05/10/20 IO 01 :30 PM) 
04/29/20 IO Warrant Returned Failure to Appear Defendant: Liechty, Troy Edwin 
04/29/2010 STATUS CHANGED: Pending 
04/29/2010 Booked into Jail on: 
0412912010 I I earing result for Video Arraignment held on 04/29/20 IO 0 I :30 PM: Arraignment/ First 
Appearance 
04/29/2010 Order Appointing Public Defender 
04/29/20 IO Order Appointing Public Defender 
04/29/20 IO Notification of Penalties for Escape 
00029 
iCEPOSiTOR) 
FiECElPr FOR 
RETURf" OF COLLATERAL 
Thew :i,by swrrenders the original of this collateral :knowleages the return and rece:p, Di oJ: 
collater . The collateral has been rell.Jrned in good ,t condition and :he depositor(s) hereby 
relieves the swre\y agent and the surety company from any further liability or responsibility ,n relation to the collateral. 
RETURNED BY: _______________________ DATE: __________________ _ 
ACCEPTED BY 
08'0111CJ 103,08; DEPOSITOR SIGNATURE 
ACCEPTED BY: . 
DEPOSITOR SIGNATURE 
WARNING: THIS DOCUMENT CONTAINS A WATERMARK, UV FIBERS AND MICRO PRINT PRO,_T_E_c_T1_o_N.:;.:;.::.::.::::.::.::.::.::.::.:::::::::::::..::;-, 
~ RE.CEIPT and STATEMENT 1!.S~c~s,~I!~.? ACCREDITED SURETY AND CASUAL TY COMPANY. INC. OF CHARGES 
4798 NEW BROAD STREET • SUITE 200 
ORLANDO, FL 32814 
Received of: 
PHONE: 407.6292131 
NAME __ -+-
ADDRESS 
, (.,-
Expenses (Itemize in detail, swch as Guard Fees, Recording Fees, Notary 
Calls, Telegrams, Travel and other actual, unusual expenses.) 
Was Collateral taken: (YES) (NO) It Yes, only use collateral receipt furnished above. 
Nar.ie and Address of Bail Bond Agency 
$ 
$ 
Long Distance 
$ 
$ 
$ 
POWER NUMBER 
BAIL BOND PREMIUM 
-;_r'f3r 
MISC. CHARGES 
zo t:? 
TOTAL CHARGES 
7 / ,"-
_;;;;> (/V 
RECEIVED ON ACCOUNT 
/ 7 ~,??, Clp 
' BALANCE DUE By ___________________________________ _ 
MEMORANDUM OF BAIL BOND FURNISHED 
Date Filed Defendant
1
_
1
_
1
_
1
_
1
_
11
_
1
_
1 
_______________ Amount of Bond $ _________ _ 
Defendant ____________________ Social Security.Number ______________ _ 
Charges--------------------------------------------------
Date Released _________________ Date to Appear ____________ Time __________ _ 
Case No. Court City/St. _________ _ 
Received Copy of Above Receipt and Memo (Signature of Defendant or Depositor) -----------------------
CB-01118) (03108) 
..------------ ~·.'.\Hr.JING: IHIS DOCGMENT CON1A1NS A WATt:RMARK, UV FIBERS ANO MICRO PRINT PRO1EC11ON ------------, ~ ACCREDITED SURETY AND CASUALTY COMPANY, INC. POWER NO 
Accredited 479sNEWBRoAosTREET POWER OF ATTORNEY · 
www.;accrediti;.-d~mc.com SUITE 200 
ORLANDO, FL 32814 • PHONE: 407.629.2131 POWER AMOUNT $ 
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS that ACCREDITED SURETY AND CASUAL TY COMPA~JY. INC., a corporation duly organized and existing under the 
laws of the state of Florida and by the authority of the res0lution adopted by the Board of Directors at a meeting duly called and he:d on April 14, 1999, which said 
resolution has not been amended or rescinded, does constitute and appoint and by these presents does make, constitute and appoint the named agent its true and 
lawful Attorney-in-Fact tor it and in its name, place and stead, to execute, seal and deliver tor and on its behalf and as its act and deed, as surety, a bail bond only. 
Authority of such Attorney-in-Fact is limited to appearance bonds and cannot be construed io guarantee defendani's future lawful conduct, adherence to travel 
limitation. iines, restitution, payments or penalties, or any other condition imposed by a court not specifically related to cowrt appearance. 
This Power of Attorney is for use with Bail Bonds only. Not valid if used in connection with Federal or Immigration Bonds. This power void if 
altered or erased, void if used with other powers of this company or in combination with powers from any other surety company, void if used to 
furnish bail in excess of the stated face amount of this power, and can only be used onca. 
The obligation of the company shall not exceed the sum of '1"1iJIIITY-SMV.aiii THOU~AlU) OOLLl\iiS 
and provided this Power-of-Attorney is filed with the bond and retained as a part of the court records. The said Attorney-in-Fact is hereby 
authorized to insert in this Power-of-Attorney the name of the person on whose behalf this bond was given. · 
Executing Agent 
i 
L/u~'// ;~!:a- ..fL-J 
By ·--···------.v{L'------
Deborah Jallad, President 
VOID iF NOT ISSUED BY: 
NOT VALID IF USED IN FEDERAL COURT 
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CRIMINAL CASE FILE MEMO 
DATE: /?1:cu1 /0,, )i;/O DEFENDANT PRESENT@N C 
FROM: Jud e 6eborah Bail/ Carol Luedtka/ Susan Gambee 
{!gj{){)Oo t/3 j;:( 
Motion for Bond Reduction - circle/ Not Advanced/ Withdra\vn Denied Granted 
Additional Remarks (include anything the defendant or eitha counsel was told) ____ _ 
0003f 
GREG H. BOWER 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
Heather C. Reilly 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street, Room 3191 
Boise Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7700 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------) 
Case No. CR-FE-2010-0004342 
INFORMATION 
PART II 
GREG H. BOWER, Prosecuting Attorney in and for the County of Ada, State of 
Idaho, who, in the name of and by the authority of said State, prosecutes in its behalf, in 
proper person, comes now before the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District of the 
State of Idaho, in and for the County of Ada, and given the Court to understand and to be 
further inforn1ed that, as PART II of the Information on file herein, the Defendant, 
TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, is a persistent violator of the law, in that the Defendant has 
heretofore been convicted of the following felonies, to-wit: I. BURGLARY II, 
FELONY, J.C. §18-1401, 02,04 and GRAND THEFT, FELONY, J.C. §18-2403, §18-
INFORMATION, PART II (LIECHTY), Page 1 
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2407 in Case No. 14022, II. BURGLARY IN THE FIRST DEGREE, FELONY, §18-
1401, 02, 04 and ATTEMPTED GRAND THEFT, FELONY, I.C. §18-2403(1) in Case 
No. 17926, III. POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, FELONY, LC. 
§37-2732(c) IN Case No. H9400116 and IV. POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED 
SUBSTANCE, FELONY, §37-2732(c)(l) in Case No. CR-99-1215. 
I 
That the said Defendant, TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, on or about the 9°'day of March 
1987, was convicted of the crimes of: I. BURGLARY II, FELONY, I.C. §18-1401, 
02,04 and II. GRAND THEFT, FELONY, I.C. §18-2403, §18-2407, in the County of 
Ada, State of Idaho, by virtue of that certain Judgment of Conviction made and entered 
by Honorable Judge Gerald Schroeder in Case number 14022; and/or 
II 
That the said Defendant, TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, on or about the 4t11 day of 
December 1991 was convicted of the crimes of: I. BURGLARY IN THE FIRST 
DEGREE, FELONY, §18-1401, 02, 04 and II. ATTEMPTED GRAND THEFT, 
FELONY, I.C. §18-2403(1), in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, by virtue of that 
certain Judgment of Conviction made and entered by Honorable Judge Alan Schwartzman 
in Case number 17926; and/or 
III 
That the said Defendant, TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, on or about the 31" day of 
October 1994 was convicted of the crime of POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED 
SUBSTANCE, FELONY, I.C. §37-2732(c), in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, by 
virtue of that certain Judgment of Conviction made and entered by Honorable Judge Alan 
Schwartzman in Case number H9400116; and/ or 
IV 
That the said Defendant, TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, on or about the gm day of 
January 2001 was convicted of the crime of POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED 
SUBSTANCE, §37-2732(c)(l), in the County of Gem, State of Idaho, by virtue of that 
INJ.?Qm,,IATION, PART II (LIECHTY), Page 2 
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certain Judgment of Conviction made and entered by Honorable Judge Dennis Goff in 
Case number CR-99-1215. 
WHEREFORE, the said Defendant, having been convicted previously of two (2) 
or more felonies, should be considered a persistent violator of the law, and should be 
sentenced accordingly pursuant to Idaho Code §19-2514, upon conviction of the charge(s) 
contained in PART I of the Information. 
DATED This day of April 2010. 
t, -- -c~r 
GREG H. BOWER/ \ ' 
Ada CoWity Prosecut~mey 
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ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant 
ANTHONY R. GEDDES, ISB #5265. 
Deputy Public Def ender 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 
MAY 2 6 2010 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
ST A TE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-FE-2010-0004342 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
COMES NOW, TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, Defendant above-named, by and through 
counsel ANTHONY R. GEDDES, Ada County Public Defender's office, and moves this Court 
pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 12(b)(3) to suppress evidence which was illegally seized by law 
enforcement. Said search violated Mr. Liecthy's Fourth Amendment right under the U.S. 
Constitution and Article I, section 17, of the Idaho Constitution. 
Defendant offers a brief in support, which is now on file 
DATED, this t£? day of May 2010. 
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Attorneys for Defendant 
ANTHONY R. GEDDES, ISB #5265. 
Deputy Public Defender 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
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By SCARLETT RAMIREZ 
DEPJTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, 
Defendant. 
I. STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
A) Nature of the Case 
Case No. CR-FE-2010-0004342 
DEFENDANT'S BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
Mr. Liechty's Motion to Suppress evidence illegally seized by law enforcement pursuant 
to Idaho Criminal Rule 12(b)(3). 
B) Procedural History 
Mr. Liechty has been charged by Information with the felony offense of Possession of a 
Controlled Substance, a violation of Idaho Code § 37-2732(c), and the misdemeanor offense of 
Concealing a Dangerous Weapon, a violation of Idaho Code § 18-3302(7), (9). 
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A preliminary hearing was held April 6, 2010, at which time the case was bound over to 
District Court for further proceedings. Mr. Liechty entered a plea of "not guilty" and this matter 
has been set for trail on August 12, 2010. 
C) StatementofFacts Jlw-,- 7/u//6 
On March 15, 2010, at 8:38 a.m., Officer Lttts6R
1 ~ the ~e City Pcfu Department 
observed a vehic~arked on the north side of Goddard, just west of Milwaukee, in a large dirt 
area. O11icer. t:l!rnm-found this to :~~icious and went to investigate. He did not activate 
either his lights or siren. Officer approached the }911icle on the passenger side and 
observed Mr. Liechty seated in the driver's seat. Officer~ opened the passenger door 
because he could see that Mr. Liechty had something in his hand and he wanted to make sure it 
was not a weapon. It,~ 
When Officer,f;Mscm opened the door, he noticed Mr. Liechty had a flashlight in his right 
hand. He also noticed a pair of binoculars sitting on the passenger seat on top of what appeared 
to be women's clothing. The officer noticed an open jar of petroleum jelly on the passenger 
floorboard next to a wooden bat. The bat appeared to be cut in half and was glossy at the end of 
it. /~j~ 
Officer~ observed that Mr. Liechty was parked near some houses on Brynwood, as 
well as Capital High School. Mr. Liechty was wearing a dress and a bra, but was not wearing 
underwear. Kw,.,· --
While waiting for assistance to arrive, Officer bafsttt'l asked Mr. Liechty if he had any 
weapons in the car. Mr. Liechty responded that there w~s.J large kitchen knife in the area of the 
~-Y-
back seat. Assist Officer Lacow arrived and Officer barson-tiad Mr. Liechty exit the vehicle at 
which time he was placed in handcuffs. 
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Officer Larson flipped the driver's seat forward and saw the knife. He then advised Mr. 
Liechty he was under arrest for carrying a concealed weapon. A further search of the vehicle 
incident to arrest revealed a baggie with suspected methamphetamine. 
II. ISSUES 
A) Was Officer Larson's detention of Mr. Liechty a permissible seizure under 
the 4th Amendment to the U.S. Constitution and Article I, section 17, of 
the Idaho Constitution? 
B) Was Officer Larson's warrantless search of Mr. Liechty's car justified as a 
search incident to arrest under the parameters of the recent U.S. Supreme 
Court decision in Arizona v. Gant? 
III. ARGUMENT 
A) Officer Larson's Detention of Mr. Liechty was not a Permissible 
Seizure Under the 4th Amendment to the U.S. Constitution and Article 
I, Section 17, of the Idaho Constitution. 
The 4th Amendment to the United States Constitution, and its counterpart, Article I, 
section 17, of the Idaho Constitution guarantees the right of every citizen to be free from 
unreasonable searches and seizures. Under the 4th Amendment, an investigative detention is a 
permissible seizure if it is based on specific, articulable facts which justify suspicion that the 
detained person is, has been, or is about to be engaged in criminal activity. Terry v. Ohio, 392 
U.S. 1 (1968); State v. Sheldon, 139 Idaho 980 (Ct.App. 2003). 
The quantity and quality of information necessary to create reasonable suspicion for such 
a detention is less than that necessary to establish probable cause. Alabama v. White, 496 U.S. 
325 (1990); State v. Bishop, 146 Idaho 804 (2009). Such information must be more than a mere 
hunch or unparticularized suspicion. Terry, 392 U.S. at 27. 
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The justification for an investigative detention is evaluated on the totality of the 
circumstances then known to the officer. Sheldon, 139 Idaho at 983. Further, to meet the 
constitutional standard of reasonableness, an investigative detention must not only be justified by 
reasonable suspicion, but must also be reasonably related in scope to the circumstances that 
justified the stop in the first place. Id. 
However, not all encounters between the police and citizens involve the seizure of a 
person. Terry, 392 U.S. at 19 n. 16; State v. Jordan, 122 Idaho 771, 772 (Ct.App. 1992). Only 
when an officer, by means of physical force or show of authority, restrains the liberty of a citizen 
may a court conclude that a seizure has occurred. State v. Fry, 122 Idaho 100, 102 (Ct.App. 
1991). A seizure does not occur simply because a police officer approaches an individual on the 
street or other public place, asks if the individual is willing to answer some questions, or puts 
forth questions if the individual is willing to listen. Florida v. Bostick, 501 U.S. 429,434 (1991); 
Florida v. Royer, 460 U.S. 491,497 (1983). 
In this case, the encounter between Officer Larson and Mr. Liechty was clearly a 
detention for constitutional scrutiny. Officer Larson opened Mr. Liechty's passenger door 
without a warrant or permission, then removed Mr. Liechty from his vehicle, and ultimately 
placed Mr. Liechty in handcuffs. This was a show of force which restrained Mr. Liechty' s 
liberty. 
The issue becomes whether Officer Larson was in possession of specific, articulable facts 
that justified this detention. He did not. The justification that Officer Larson uses to remove Mr. 
Liechty from the car and handcuff him was Mr. Liechty's indication that there was a large 
kitchen knife in the back of his vehicle. The kitchen knife was a pretense used to justify Mr. 
Liechty' s detention, arrest, and subsequent search of the car. 
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Mr. Liechty was seated in the driver's seat wearing a dress, bra, but no underwear. 
Contrary to Officer Larson's assertion, Mr. Liechty was not able to access the knife and posed no 
threat whatsoever to Officer Larson. 
Any evidence procured subsequent to Officer Larson's tainted detention should be 
suppressed as fruit of the poisonous tree. 
B) Officer Larson's Warrantless Search of Mr. Liechty's Vehicle was not 
Justified as a Search-Incident-to-Arrest Exception to the Warrant 
Requirement. 
Warrantless searches "are per se unreasonable under the Fourth Amendment-subject 
only to a few specifically established and well-delineated exceptions." Katz v. United States, 
389 U.S. 347, 357 (l 967). The exception for a search incident to a lawful arrest applies only to 
"the area from within which [ an arrestee] might gain possession of a weapon or destructible 
evidence." Chime! v. California, 395 U.S. 752, 763 (1969). In the case of New York v. Belton, 
the Court applied that exception to the context of automobiles, the holding of which rested in 
large part on the assumption that articles inside a vehicle's passenger compartment are 
'·generally ... within the 'area into which an arrestee might reach in order to grab a weapon or 
evidentiary ite[mj."' New York v. Belton, 453 U.S. 454,460 (1981). (quoting Chime!, 395 U.S., 
at 763). lbe search-incident-to-arrest exception to the warrant requirement is justified by 
interests in officer safety and evidence preservation. United States v. Robinson, 414 U.S. 218, 
230-234 (1973); Chime!, 395 U.S., at 763. 
Arizona v. Gant significantly limited Belton's scope and held that Belton does not 
authorize a vehicle search incident to a recent occupant's arrest after the arrestee has been 
searched and cannot access the interior of the vehicle. Arizona v. Gant, 129 S.Ct. 1710 (2009). 
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Consistent with Thornton v. United States, 541 U.S. 615 (2004), Gant further concluded 
that circumstances unique to the automobile context justify a search incident to arrest only when 
it is reasonable to believe that evidence of the offense of arrest might be found in the vehicle, or 
when genuine safety concerns justify the search. Gant, 129 S.Ct., at 1723-1724. 
As the U.S. Supreme Court noted in Gant, the safety and evidentiary justifications 
underlying Chimel's reaching distance rule determine Belton's scope. Gant went on to hold that 
Belton does not authorize a vehicle search incident to arrest after the arrestee has been secured 
and cannot access the interior of the vehicle. 
Gant, consistent with Thornton, concludes that circumstances unique to the automobile 
context justify a search incident to arrest only when it is reasonable to believe that evidence of 
the offense of arrest might be found in the vehicle. 
In this case, Mr. Leichty was removed from the vehicle and placed in handcuffs. Ofiicer 
Larson then searched the backseat area behind and under the driver's seat and located the kitchen 
knife. It was then that he placed Mr. Leichty under arrest. According to the parameter's outlined 
in Gant, there was no longer any justification for a further search of the vehicle. 
Mr. Leichty was removed from the vehicle and handcuffed; the knife was recovered. At 
that point it was no longer reasonable for Ofiicer Larson to believe any further evidence of the 
offense of arrest ( concealing a weapon) might be found in the vehicle. The further search of the 
vehicle was not reasonably related to the scope of circumstances that justified Mr. Liechty's 
detention. The methamphetamine found in the vehicle should be suppressed. 
IV. CONCLUSION 
Based on the arguments contained herein, the methamphetamine found in Mr. Leichty' s 
vehicle should be suppressed. 
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DATED, this J-_ 't5 day of May 2010. 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this~ day of May 2010, I mailed (served) a true and 
correct copy of the within instrument to: 
HEATHER REILLY 
Ada County Prosecutor's Office 
Interdepartmental Mail 
11cob R. recht 
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ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 
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DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRJCT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRJCT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-FE-2010-0004342 
MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION 
COMES NOW, TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, the defendant above-named, by and through 
counsel ANTHONY R. GEDDES, Ada County Public Defender's Office, and moves this Court 
for its ORDER reducing the defendant's bond. 
Currently, the defendant is being held in the Ada County Jail on an aggregate bond of 
$200,000.00. The defendant is unable to post bond at this time and would therefore request that 
this Court set the defendant's bond to allow him to become an inmate worker. To obtain inmate-
worker status, the Ada County Sheriff requires that inmates have combined bonds less than 
$100,000.00. 
WHEREFORE, the defendant respectfully requests this Court set the defendant's bond 
in the above-entitled case to $99,999.99. 
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DA TED, this}£ day of June 2010. 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this Jj_ day of June 2010, I mailed a true and correct 
copy of the within instrument to: 
HEATHER REILLY 
Deputy Prosecutor, Ada County 
by placing said same in the Interdepartmental Mail 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STA TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
THE ST A TE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TROY E. LEICHTY, 
Defendant. 
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______________ ) 
Case No. CRFE2010-0004342 
STATE'S OBJECTION 
AND MEMORANDUM 
IN RESPONSE TO 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION 
TO SUPPRESS 
COMES NOW, Heather C. Reilly, Deputy Ada County Prosecuting 
Attorney, in and for the County of Ada, State of Idaho, and OBJECTS to the 
Defendant's Motion to Suppress Evidence and hereby requests that this Court 
DENY said Motion. The State provides the following Memorandum in response. 
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PROCEDURAL HISTORY 
On March 15, 2010, Defendant was arrested and charged with Possession 
of Controlled Substance, Felony, a violation of LC. §37-2732(c) and Concealing a 
Dangerous Weapon, Misdemeanor, a violation of LC. §18-3302(7)(9). 
Preliminary Hearing was held on April 6, 2010, and the Honorable Michael Oths, 
Magistrate Judge found, based upon the testimony of Boise City Police Officer 
David Kaurin as well as the Idaho State Police Forensic Services Controlled 
Substance Analysis Lab Report, admitted as State's Exhibit 1, that there was 
sufficient evidence or probable cause to believe Defendant was in possession of a 
controlled substance. (Preliminary Hearing Transcript (PH) p. 15, lines 8-15). 
STATEMENT OF FACTS 
Boise City Police Patrol Officer David Kaurin, was on duty on March 15, 
2010, at approximately 8:30 a.m. in the area of Milwaukee and Goddard in Boise, 
Ada County, ldaho, when he noticed a Suzuki Sidekick parked in a big dirt lot on 
the north side of Goddard Street, on the northwest comer of the intersection of 
Goddard and Milwaukee facing northbound. (PH p. 4, lines 21-25 & p. 5, lines 16 
- 17). Officer Kaurin testified at the April 6, 2010 Preliminary Hearing that he 
had concerns about the location of the parked vehicle and noted that the vehicle 
was not located in an area designated for parking. (PH p. 5, lines 18-20). Further, 
the vehicle, a two door small SUV, was parked in a residential area near Capitol 
High School. (PH p. 5, lines 3-7). Officer Kaurin notified Ada County Dispatch 
that he was checking out on a suspicious vehicle 1• Thereafter, Officer Kaurin 
approached the suspicious vehicle on the passenger side and observed that the 
male adult seated in the driver's seat of the vehicle had an object in his right hand. 
(PH p. 6, lines 20-25 & p. 7, lines 1-2.) However, Officer Kaurin could not 
determine exactly what the object was and had concerns it was a weapon. (PH p. 
7, lines 1-2 & 1 19). Officer Kaurin made contact with the male adult, later 
1 Dispatch Incident History and Audio Recording of contact between Officer Kaurin and dispatch. 
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identified as Defendant, and asked if the passenger door worked since the window 
appeared to be covered by a sun-shield of some sort. According to Officer Kaurin, 
Defendant indicated the window worked and began to remove the shield from the 
window. (PH p. 7, lines 6-9). Officer Kaurin opened the passenger door in order 
to make contact with Defendant and to determine whether or not he had a weapon 
in his hand. Once the door was opened, Officer Kaurin observed that the 
Defendant had a metallic flashlight in his hand. (PH p. 7, lines 11-16). Officer 
Kaurin was also able to observe that Defendant appeared to be in a state of undress 
and did not appear to be wearing any underwear or other clothing on his lower 
body, although he was wearing boots. In addition, Officer Kaurin noted that there 
was a pair of binoculars sitting on the passenger seat on top of a large amount of 
women's and little girls clothing. On the passenger floorboard was an open bottle 
of petroleum jelly and what appeared to be a half of a wooden bat visible2• Officer 
Kaurin inquired of Defendant as to his reason for being parked in that location. 
(PH p. 7, lines 22-23). During the course of the conversation, Officer Kaurin 
inquired if Defendant had anything in the car that the officer should be aware of 
and learned from Defendant that there was a knife, a large kitchen knife, under the 
back seat of the vehicle. (PH p. 7, lines 24-25 & p. 8, lines 1-13 and Officer 
Kaurin's audio at I minute 41 seconds into recording, Attached as State's Exhibit 
A). Officer Kaurin observed that Defendant was parked directly behind houses 
located in the adjacent neighborhood on a street called Brynwood and further was 
located approximately 300 feet from Capitol High School Property.3 Officer 
Kaurin noticed that from Defendant's position in the vehicle, he could easily see 
inside the back windows of multiple houses located on Brynwood by using the 
binoculars that were next to him in the vehicle4• 
From the beginning of the initial contact with Defendant, Officer Kaurin 
attempts to determine what the Defendant is doing parked in that location. Officer 
2 Officer Kaurin narrative report DR 006-223 p. 1. 
3 Officer Kaurin narrative report DR 006-223 p. I. 
4 Officer Kaurin nan-ative report DR 006-223 p. I. 
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Kaurin contacted Ada County Dispatch5 to run Defendant's name and prior to 
doing so, spoke with Defendant about his identity. During that conversation, 
Officer Kaurin learned from Defendant that he has multiple prior felony 
convictions and had spent time in prison. According to Defendant, he had six ( 6) 
felonies and had been in prison for eight (8) years. Defendant stated he went 
prison for "all kinds of stuff' such as Grand Theft, Burglary, Possession of 
Marijuana and Methamphetamine6• 
Officer Kaurin requests an assist officer in order to ascertain the location of 
the large knife that Defendant admitted was under the back seat of the vehicle. 
(PH p. 8, line 18-21 ). Once the assist officer arrives, Officer Kaurin requests 
Defendant exit the vehicle in order for the officers' to ascertain the location of 
knife as the officer could not see the weapon. Officer Kaurin informed Defendant 
that he was being detained and explained that he believed Defendant was involved 
in the commission of a crime7. Thereafter, Officer Kaurin makes the decision to 
handcuff Defendant during the detention as he was unsure of the location of the 
knife and did not want Defendant to be able to access the weapon8. As noted, 
Officer Kaurin could not see the knife from standing at either the passenger or 
driver's side door, and it was only after flipping the driver's seat forward that 
Officer Kaurin observed the handle of the knife sticking out from under the back 
seat of the vehicle9. Thereafter, Officer Kaurin removed the knife from under the 
middle of the back seat of the vehicle and observed that the blade of the butcher-
block type knife was approximately 10 ½ inches long. (PH p. 9, lines 3-18). 
After locating the concealed butcher knife, officers conducted a more 
thorough search of the vehicle to determine if any additional weapons were 
concealed within the vehicle. (PH p. 10, lines 2-5). During that search, Boise City 
5 Officer Kaurin audio recording of contact with Defendant at 3: 13 minutes/seconds. 
6 Officer Kaurin audio recording of contact with Defendant at 3 :41 minutes/seconds 
7 Officer Kaur in audio recording of contact with Defendant at 13: 11 minutes/seconds 
8 Officer Kaurin narrative report DR 006-223 p. 1 
9 Officer Kaurin narrative report DR 006-223 p. 2 
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Police Officer Lacow found a baggie with methamphetamine 10 under the mat on 
the driver's side floorboard of the vehicle (PH p. 10, lines 15-24). 
ISSUES 
1. Officer Kaurin 's contact and detention of Defendant was 
based upon reasonable articulable suspicion that the 
Defendant had committed or was about to commit a crime 
and the detention was therefore lawful. 
2. Officer Kaurin 's initial search of the vehicle was based upon 
probable cause that there was a weapon concealed therein 
and the officer was justified in conducting a warrantless 
search for the weapon. 
3. Officer Kaurin had probable cause to believe that the 
Defendant's vehicle contained additional weapons and/or 
contraband and was justified in conducting a warrantless 
search of the entire vehicle and/or the search was a proper 
search incident to arrest for evidence relevant to crime of 
concealing a dangerous weapon. 
ARGUMENT 
I. Officer Kaurin's contact and detention of Defendant was based upon 
reasonable articulable suspicion that the Defendant had committed or was 
about to commit a crime and the detention was therefore lawful. 
Not all contacts between officers and citizens involve a seizure within the 
meaning of the Fourth Amendment. See Florida v. Bostick, 501 U.S. 429, 111 
S.Ct. 2382 (1991); Terry v. Ohio, 392 U.S. 1, 88 S.Ct. 1868 (1968); State v. 
Nickel, 134 Idaho 610, 7 P.3d 219 (2000); State v. Reese, 132 Idaho 652,978 P.2d 
212 (1999); State v. Nelson, 134 Idaho 675, 8 P.3d 670 (Ct.App. 2000); and State 
v. Clifford, 130 Idaho 259, 939 P.2d 578 (Ct.App. 1997). An individual is not 
seized unless his liberty is restrained by either an officer's show of authority or use 
of physical force. California v. Hodari D., 499 U.S. 621, 111 S.Ct 1547 (1991); 
10 Idaho State Police Forensic Services Laboratory Report authored by Corinna Owsley, M20100557, 
Admitted as State's Exhibit 1, during April 6, 2010 Preliminary Hearing. 
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United States v. Mendenhall, 446 U.S. 544, 100 S.Ct. 1870 (1980); Terry; Reese; 
State v. Cardenas, 143 Idaho 903, 155 P.3d 704 (Ct. App. 2006); and State v. 
Agundis, 127 Idaho 587,903 P.2d 752 (Ct.App. 1995). A consensual encounter is 
not a seizure and it does not implicate the Fourth Amendment. Therefore, an 
officer does not need to establish reasonable suspicion or probable cause to justify 
the encounter. See Hodari D. and Bostick. 
For example, a consensual encounter includes situations where an officer 
approaches an individual on the street, in a parked vehicle, or in another public 
place and engages him in mere conversation and asks questions if the person 
chooses to listen. United States v. Drayton, 536 U.S. 194, 122 S.Ct. 2105 (2002); 
Florida v. Bostick, 501 U.S. 429, 111 S.Ct. 2382 (1991); Florida v. Rodriguez, 469 
U.S. 1, 105 S.Ct. 308 (1984); I.N.S. v. Delgado, 466 U.S. 210, 104 S.Ct. 1758 
(1984); Florida v. Royer, 460 U.S. 491, 103 S.Ct. 1319 (1983); State v. Clifford, 
130 Idaho 259, 939 P.2d 578 (Ct.App. 1997); State v. Henage, 143 Idaho 655, 152 
P.3d 16 (2007); State v. Zubizareta, 122 Idaho 823,839 P.2d 1237 (Ct.App. 1992); 
and State v. Jordan, 122 Idaho 771, 839 P.2d 38 (Ct.App. 1992). 
Moreover, during a consensual encounter an officer may identify himself as 
a police officer, see Delgato; :.\if endenhall; and Terry; request to see identification, 
see Delgato; Royer; Mendenhall; Nickel; and Clifford; and request for consent to 
search an individual's person or property, Drayton; Bostick; and Royer. So 
long as the individual is not required to answer the questions and is free to ignore 
the officer and go about his business, there is no seizure, and no constitutional 
rights are infringed. See Bostick; Royer; Mendenhall; and Torry. However, an 
officer's request to examine a driver's license may convert a consensual encounter 
into a stop/seizure. See State v. Godwin, 121 Idaho 491, 826 P.2d 452 (1992); and 
State v. Osborne, 121 Idaho 520, 826 P.2d 481 (Ct.App.1991), review denied. 
In this case, Officer Kaurin's initial contact with Defendant was a consensual 
encounter in that Officer Kaurin parked his patrol car several feet behind 
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Defendant's Suzuki and did not activate either his overhead lights or sirens.II 
Officer Kaurin was alone when he made contact with Defendant in order to 
determine why he was parked in that location. In order to speak with Defendant and 
dispel concerns that Defendant had a weapon in his hand, Officer Kaurin opened the 
passenger door of the vehicle. In the context of an officer opening the door of a 
vehicle so that the occupant will exit the vehicle, the Idaho Court of Appeals held 
that "given that officers have clear authority to order people out of vehicles during 
a roadside stop, it is constitutionally irrelevant whether the officer or the occupant 
opens the door to enable the occupant to exit." State v. Irwin, 143 Idaho 102, 13 7 
P.3d 1024, 1028 (Ct. App. 2006). Similarly in this case, Officer Kaurin needed to 
speak with Defendant and see what was in his hand and with the sun-shield placed 
on the window; it was difficult for the Officer make contact and clearly see what 
was in Defendant's hand. Officer Kaurin's act of merely opening up the door did 
not expose to view any more of the interior of the vehicle than was exposed if 
Officer Kaurin looked inside the windows from the outside, absent the sun-shield. 
ln addition, the act of opening the door has no causal connection to the discovery 
of the knife or methamphetamine inside the vehicle. There is no unconstitutional 
police conduct that merits use of the exclusionary rule to suppress the evidence 
located as a result of Officer Kaurin opening the passenger door. 
The state concedes that opening the passenger door and making inquiries of 
Defendant, including requesting his Identification/Driver's License, may have 
converted the consensual contact into a stop or detention assuming Defendant 
reaso11ably understood Officer Kaurin's words and action to be a show of 
authority sufficient to restrain his liberty. See State v. Pick, 124 Idaho 601, 861 
P.2d 1266 (Ct.App. 1993), in which the Court held that no seizure occurred when 
deputy sheriff pulled his patrol car behind defendant's already parked truck, turned 
on patrol car's rear amber flashing lights, approached the truck and asked 
11 Officer Kaurin narrative report DR 006-223 p. 1 
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defendant if she was having vehicle problems. After smelling alcohol on her 
breath, deputy asked if she had been drinking. Deputy did not restrict the 
defendant's movement or use a show of force or authority until later when, based 
on reasonable suspicion of driving under the influence, he requested that she take 
field sobriety test. See also State v. Zubizareta, 122 Idaho 823, 839 P.2d 1237 
(Ct.App. 1992), in which the Court held that Defendant was not seized/stopped by 
officer where defendant was located in the driver's seat of parked vehicle with the 
engine running and officer approached the vehicle and requested that the 
defendant turn the engine off and roll down the window. The Court indicated that 
the officer's statements to turn the engine off and roll down the window were 
requests and not orders and that the officer used no show of force or authority 
other than his uniform. However, the officer's subsequent statement to remain 
seated in the vehicle was an order that converted the encounter into a stop. See 
also State v. ZapQ, 108 Idaho 723, 701 P.2d 671 (Ct. App. 1985). 
Even if this court determines that Officer Kaurin's contact with Defendant 
quickly converted from a consensual contact to a stop, it was a proper 
investigatory detention as Officer Kaurin immediately developed reasonable 
suspicion to detain Defendant based upon the observations he made and the 
totality of circumstances. 
Whenever an officer stops an individual and restrains his freedom, even 
momentarily, that person is seized within the meaning of the Fourth Amendment. 
Therefore, the stop and detention must comply with the constitutional standards of 
reasonableness. Terry v. Ohio, 392 U.S. 1, 88 S.Ct. 1868 (1968); Matter of 
Clayton, 113 Idaho 817, 819, 748 P.2d 401 (1988); and State v. Waldie, 126 Idaho 
864, 893 P .2d 811 ( Ct.App. 1995): The stop of a vehicle constitutes a "seizure" of 
the occupants that implicates the Fourth Amendment guarantee against 
unreasonable searches and seizures. Delaware v. Prouse, 440 U.S. 648, 653, 99 
S.Ct. 1391, 59 L.Ed.2d 660 (1979); United States v. Brignoni-Ponce, 442 U.S. 
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873, 95 S.Ct. 2574, 45 L.Ed.2d 607 (1975); State v. Kimball, 141 Idaho 489, 111 
P.3d 625 (2005). 
The stop and detention of a suspect is justified under the Fourth 
Amendment if the officer has a reasonable suspicion, based on specific and 
articulable facts, that the suspect has been, is, or is about to engage in criminal 
activity. United States v. Brignoni-Ponce, 422 U.S. 873, 95 S.Ct. 2574 (1975); 
Adams v. Williams, 407 U.S. 143, 92 S.Ct. 1921 (1972); Terry v. Ohio, 392 U.S. 
1, 88 S.Ct. 1868 (1968); State v. Benefiel, 131 Idaho 226, 953 P.2d 976 (1998); 
State v. Rawlings, 121 Idaho 930, 829 P.2d 520 (1992); State v. Gallegos, 120 
Idaho 894, 821 P.2d 949 (1991); State v. Johns, 112 Idaho 873, 736 P.2d 1327 
(1987); and State v. Hobson, 95 Idaho 920, 523 P.2d 523 (1974). 
An officer does not need probable cause to justify a stop. Rather, a stop is 
an intermediate response that allows an officer to maintain the status quo, identify 
the suspect and investigate possible criminal activity, even if an officer does not 
have sufficient information to establish probable cause to make an arrest. See 
Brignoni-Ponce; Adams; State v. Knight, 128 Idaho 862, 920 P.2d 78 
(Ct.App. 1996); and State v. Pick, 124 Idaho 601,861 P.2d 1266 (Ct.App. 1993). 
An officer may detain a person for purposes of investigating possible 
criminal behavior even if there is no probable cause to make an arrest. State v. 
Benefiel, 131 Idaho 226 (1998); State v. Rawlings, 121 Idaho 930 (1992) citing 
Terry v. Ohio, 392 U.S. 1, 22 88 S.Ct. 1868, 1880 (1968). The police officer must 
have reasonable suspicion based upon the totality of circumstances that the person 
stopped has committed or is about to commit a crime. Benefiel at 229 citing 
United States v. Brignoni-Ponce, 422 U.S. 873, 884, 95 S.Ct. 2574, 2580, 45 L.Ed. 
2d 607 (1975). 
In order to determine whether a stop is lawful, the reviewing Court must 
evaluate the facts known to the officer at the time of the stop based on the totality 
of the circumstances or the whole picture. United States v. Arvizu, 534 U.S. 266, 
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122 S.Ct. 744 (2002); United States v. Cortez, 449 U.S. 411, 101 S.Ct. 690 (1981); 
Rawlings; Gallegos; and State v. Haworth, 106 Idaho 405,679 P.2d 1123 (1984). 
In this case, Officer Kaurin noticed Defendant's vehicle parked in an area 
not normally used for parking. Further, the area of the incident was adjacent to a 
neighborhood and approximately 300 feet from Capitol High School. Upon 
approaching and making contact with the Defendant, Officer Kaurin could see in 
plain view several items indicating that Defendant was likely committing or about 
to commit a crime. Specifically, Officer Kaurin observed Defendant was 
essentially naked from the waist down, he was holding a flash light, he had 
binoculars in the seat next to him resting on top of a large amount of women's 
and little girl's clothing. Officer Kaurin could also see an open jar of petroleum 
jelly on the passenger floorboard and what appeared to be a wooden bat cut in half 
with a glossy substance on the end of the bat. Since Defendant was parked and 
seated in a location directly behind houses on Brynwood it became quickly clear 
to Officer Kaurin that Defendant could easily use the binoculars located next to 
him in order to "peep" or look into the back windows of several houses. Further, 
the items Officer Kaurin observed inside the vehicle as well as Defendant's state 
of undress led Officer Kaurin to believe Defendant was preparing to or actually 
masturbating and/or exposing himself in the vehicle within close proximity to the 
High School while school was in session. 
Therefore, the investigatory detention m this case was based upon 
reasonable articulable suspicion, or probable cause, to believe that Defendant had 
committed or was about to commit a crime. The conclusion of an evaluation of 
the facts known to Officer Kaurin at the time of the stop based on the totality of 
the circumstances or the whole picture is that the stop and detention of Defendant 
was proper in order to investigate the possible criminal behavior. State v. 
Benefiel, 131 Idaho 226 (1998); State v. Rawlings, 121 Idaho 930 (I 992) citing 
Terry v. Ohio, 392 U.S. 1, 22 88 S.Ct. 1868, 1880 (1968). Reasonable suspicion 
requires less than probable cause but more than speculation or instinct on the part 
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of the officer. State v. VanDorne, 139 Idaho 961, 963, 88 P.3d 780, 782 
(Ct.App.2004); Kimball, 141 Idaho at 491. The detention of Defendant was 
lawful. 
Within less than two (2) minutes of the initial contact by Officer Kaurin, 
Defendant admits that there is a large kitchen knife, under the back seat of the 
vehicle. Officer Kaurin could not see the knife from his location outside the 
vehicle. The knife was concealed within the vehicle. The general test of 
concealment is whether a weapon is carried as not to be discernible by ordinary 
observation. State v. McNary, 100 Idaho 244,596 P.2d 417 (1979). In State v. 
Veneroso, 138 Idaho 925, 71 P.3d 1072 (Ct. App. 2003), the Court of Appeals 
held that a knife was not discernible by ordinary observation where the 
positioning of the knife between the seat and the console of the car concealed it 
from casual observation (emphasis added). 
At the very least, Officer Kaurin properly conducted a protective search of 
Defendant's vehicle in this case. A protective frisk for weapons may extend to the 
passenger compartment of an automobile and is limited in scope to places where 
weapons may be placed or hidden under the following circumstances: 
( 1) the suspect is detained pursuant to a ]awful stop; and 
(2) the officer reasonably believes that the suspect is armed and poses a 
danger to the officer or others; and 
(3) the officer reasonably believes that the suspect may gain immediate 
control of weapons located inside an automobile. 
Michigan v. Long, 463 U.S. 1032, 103 S.Ct. 3469 (1983); State v. Gascon, 119 
Idaho 932, 812 P.2d 239 (1991); and State v. Muir, 116 Idaho 565, 777 P.2d 1238 
(Ct.App.1989). 
In Long, the Court reasoned that under certain circumstances it 1s 
reasonable to extend a protective frisk to an automobile because during 
investigative detention a suspect might break away from an officer and retrieve a 
weapon from inside an automobile just as a suspect might grab a weapon from 
within his clothing. Moreover, the Court noted that during a stop, the suspect may 
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be permitted to re-enter his vehicle and gain access to weapons; or, after the stop, 
if the suspect is not arrested, he may re-enter the vehicle and grab a weapon. 
Michigan v. Long, 463 U.S. 1032, 103 S.Ct. 3469 at 3482 (1983). 
In this case, Defendant told Officer Kaurin that he had a large knife in the 
vehicle. Further, Defendant had previously admitted to an extensive prior felony 
history as well as serving significant prison time. In addition, Officer Kaurin 
observed disturbing items in Defendant's vehicle. Finally, the vehicle was very 
sma11 lending to easy access to the back seat, which was where Defendant stated 
the weapon was located. 
While a protective frisk was proper in this case, Officer Kaurin also had 
probable to believe evidence of the crime of concealing a dangerous weapon was 
located inside the vehicle. 
II. Officer Kaurin's initial search of the vehicle was based upon probable cause 
that there was a weapon concealed therein and the officer was justified in 
conducting a warrantless search for the weapon. 
In this case, Officer Kaurin had probable cause to believe that the 
Defendant's vehicle contained weapons, contraband or evidence of a crime and 
was justified in conducting a warrantless search of the vehicle pursuant to the 
"automobile exception" to the warrant requirement. State v. Shepherd, 118 Idaho 
121, 795 P.2d 15 (Ct. App. 1990); State v. Herr, 118 Idaho 98, 794 P.2d 1154 (Ct. 
App 1990). One of the well-recognized exceptions to the warrant requirement 
applies when police have probable cause to believe that the automobile contains 
contraband or evidence of a crime. United States v. Ross, 456 U.S. 798, I 02 S.Ct. 
2157, 72 L.Ed.2d 572 (1982); State v. Gallegos, 120 Idaho 894, 898, 821 P.2d 
949, 953 (1991); State v. Wigginton, 142 Idaho 180, 125 P.3d 536 (Ct. App. 
2005). See also State v. Gomez, 144 Idaho 865, 172 P.3d 1140 (Ct. App. 2007). 
The "automobile exception" is based upon the vehicles ready mobility, an 
exigency sufficient to excuse the warrant requirement as well as the lesser 
expectation of privacy in an automobile as compared to the privacy interest in a 
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home. An officer may conduct a warrantless search of an automobile, including 
any containers, packages or compartments inside which are capable of concealing 
the object of the search. California v. Camey, 471 U.S. 386, 390-92, 105 S.Ct. 
2066, 2068-69, 85 L.Ed. 2d 406, 412-13(1985); Wyoming v. Houghton, 526 U.S. 
295, 119 S.Ct. 1297 (1999); Wigginton, 142 Idaho at 182. Officers may develop 
probable cause to search an automobile during a traffic stop or other lawful 
contact with a vehicle and its occupants. See Houghton; State v. Martinez, 129 
Idaho 426, 925 P.2d 1125 (Ct. App. 1996). Probable cause for a search is a 
flexible, common sense standard, a practical, non-technical probability that 
incriminating evidence is present is all that is required. Texas v. Brown, 460 U.S. 
730, 742, 103 S.Ct. 1535, 1543, 75 L.Ed.2d 502, 513 (1983); Wigginton, 142 
Idaho at 182-183. 
In this case, Defendant told Officer Kaurin that he had a large knife under 
the back seat of the vehicle. Officer Kaurin could not see the knife from standing 
at either the passenger side door or the driver's side door. It was only after Officer 
Kaurin flipped the driver's seat forward that he observed what appeared to be a 
handle sticking out from under the back seat of the vehicle. The officer observed 
that in this Suzuki Sidekick, a small two (2) door SUV, the handle of the knife was 
located in a place that would allow the person seated in the driver's seat to easily 
reach back and access the weapon. Officer Kaurin's act of flipping the seat 
forward to look for the weapon was proper in this case. In State v. Button, 136 
Idaho 526, 37 P.3d 23 (Ct. App. 2001), the Court of Appeals specifically held 
where an officer could only see a small portion of a weapon in the Defendant's car 
from one particular vantage point, the weapon was not discernible from ordinary 
observation, and the defendant was properly arrested for carrying a concealed 
weapon. 
Defendant seems to emphasize his removal from the vehicle and the fact 
that he was placed in handcuffs as somehow relevant to the lawfulness of the 
search of the vehicle. However, both the removal of Defendant from the vehicle 
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as well as securing him in handcuffs was proper and permissible. Even in the 
context of a traffic stop, it is well settled law that once a motor vehicle has been 
lawfully detained for a traffic violation, an officer can order the driver out of the 
vehicle. Pennsylvania v. Mimms, 434 U.S. 106, 98 S.Ct. 330, 54 L.Ed. 2d 331 
(1977); Maryland v. Wilson, 519 U.S. 408,414,117 S.Ct. 882,886,137 L.Ed. 2d 
41, 47 (1997); State v. Ferreira, 133 Idaho 474 at 483, 988 P.2d 700 at 709 
(Ct.App. 1999). Further, during a lawful stop, an officer may handcuff a suspect 
to maintain the status quo and to ensure the safety of the officer or others, if the 
officer reasonably believes, based on specific and articulable facts, that the suspect 
poses a danger or is a flight risk. See State v. Wright, E., 134 Idaho 79, 996 P.2d 
298 (2000); State v. Wright. A., 134 Idaho 73, 996 P.2d 292 (2000); State v. 
Duvalt, 131 Idaho 550, 961 P.2d 641 (1998); State v. Panne11, 127 Idaho 420, 901 
P.2d 1321 (1995); State v. Johns, 112 Idaho 873, 736 P.2d 1327 (1987); and State 
v. Frank, 133 Idaho 364, 986 P.2d 1030 (Ct.App. 1999). In this case, in light of 
the totality of circumstances the removal of Defendant from the vehicle and 
placing him in handcuffs was a reasonable precautionary measure to ensure the 
safety of the persons present. 
Officer Kaurin in fact retrieved a knife with a 10-½ inch blade concealed 
underneath the back seat of Defendant's vehicle. Thereafter, Defendant was 
placed under arrest for concealing a dangerous weapon. 
III. Officer Kaurin had probable cause to believe that the Defendant's vehicle 
contained additional weapons and/or contraband and was justified in conducting a 
warrantless search of the entire vehicle and/or the search was a proper search 
incident to arrest for evidence relevant to crime of concealing a dangerous 
weapon. 
As previously stated, one of the well-recognized exceptions to the warrant 
requirement applies when police have probable cause to believe that an 
automobile contains contraband or evidence of a crime. United States v. Ross, 
456 U.S. 798, 102 S.Ct. 2157, 72 L.Ed.2d 572 (1982); State v. Gallegos, 120 
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Idaho 894, 898, 821 P.2d 949, 953 (1991); State v. Wigginton, 142 Idaho 180, 125 
P.3d 536 (Ct. App. 2005). See also State v. Gomez, 144 Idaho 865, 172 P.3d 1140 
(Ct. App. 2007). Probable cause for a search is a flexible, common sense 
standard, a practical, non-technical probability that incriminating evidence is 
present is all that is required. Texas v. Brown, 460 U.S. 730, 742, 103 S.Ct. 1535, 
1543, 75 L.Ed.2d 502, 513 (1983); Wigginton, 142 Idaho at 182-183. Officer 
Kaurin confirmed Defendant was in possession of a concealed weapon when he 
located the knife. Therefore, it was reasonable for him to that there may be 
additional weapons in the vehicle. In addition, based upon the totality of 
circumstances, Officer Kaurin believed Defendant was either window peeping, 
masturbating in public and/or otherwise indecently exposing himself in public, 
near a high school no less. The totality of circumstances include: the items 
observed in plain view by Officer Kaurin during his initial contact with Defendant. 
In addition, during the conversation between Officer Kaurin and Defendant during 
the contact, Defendant admitted that he is wearing a skirt and a bra, described by 
Defendant as women's clothing. Further, at approximately nine (9) minutes into 
the contact with Defendant, upon inquiry by Officer Kaurin about what Defendant 
was doing and/or was using the binoculars for, Defendant stated that he uses the 
binoculars to check on state police and feds 12• When asked if the state police are 
watching him, Defendant replies in the affirmative and explained the reason they 
watch him because of what he does. Officer Kaurin asked Defendant what he 
does, he responded as follows: "I wear women's clothes and fuck myself." 13 
Therefore, based upon the totality of circumstances, there was a probability that 
incriminating evidence in the vehicle and Officer Kaurin had probable cause to 
search. The officer possessed probable cause to believe Defendant's vehicle 
contained weapons, contraband or evidence of a crime and was justified in 
12Office Kaurin audio at 9:25 minutes/seconds into contact. 
13 Office Kaurin audio at 9:40 minutes/seconds into contact. 
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conducting a warrantless search of the vehicle pursuant to the "automobile 
exception" to the warrant requirement. 
Alternatively, even under Arizona v. Gant, 129 S.Ct. 1710 (2009), the 
search was a proper search for evidence relevant to the crime incident to 
Defendant's arrest for concealing a dangerous weapon. According to the decision 
in Gant, circumstances unique to the vehicle context justify a search incident to a 
lawful arrest when it is "reasonable to believe evidence relevant to the crime of 
arrest might be found in the vehicle". Gant at 1719. 
Once Officer Kaurin located one (1) weapon in the car, it was reasonable 
for him to believe Defendant possessed additional weapons concealed within the 
vehicle. Officer Kaurin specifically testified that based upon his training and 
experience it is common to find more than one weapon concealed in a place where 
a weapon is located. According to Kaurin, he and other officers continued to 
search for other weapons inside the vehicle. (PH p. 10, lines 2-9). Therefore, the 
search was reasonable due to the likelihood of discovering offense-related 
evidence. During that search, Officer Lacow discovered a baggy with a substance 
that appeared to be crystal meth under the mat on the driver's side floorboard. The 
methamphetamine was lawfully located and seized as it was located during a 
search for weapons, and immediately recognizable as contraband. 
The plain view doctrine applies to seizures of items observed in plain view 
while lawfully in a constitutionally protected area. There are three conditions 
precedent to the plain view doctrine: 
(1) lawful right of access to the location where the object is seen; and 
(2) lawful right of access to the object itself; and 
(3) the incriminating character of the object must be immediately apparent 
(requires probable cause to believe the object is evidence of criminal 
activity). 
Horton v. California, 496 U.S. 128, 110 S.Ct. 2301 (1990); Texas v. Brown, 460 
U.S. 730, 103 S.Ct. 1535 (1983); State v. Smith, 144 Idaho 482, 163 P.3d 1194 · 
(2007); State v. Buti, 131 Idaho 793,964 P.2d 660 (1998); and State v. Claiborne, 
STATE'S OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO SUPPRESS (LEICHTY)-16 -
00063 
120 Idaho 581, 818 P.2d 285 (1991). See also State v. Buterbaugh, 138 Idaho 96, 
57 P.3d 807 (Ct.App. 2002); State v. Bower, 135 Idaho 554, 21 P.3d 491 (Ct.App. 
2001); State v. Myers, 130 Idaho 440, 942 P.2d 564 (Ct.App.1997); and State v. 
Hagedorn, 129 Idaho 155, 922 P.2d 1081 (Ct.App. 1996). Compare Arizona v. 
Hicks, 480 U.S. 321, 107 S.Ct. 1149 (1987). It was proper for Officer Lacow to 
look underneath the driver's side floor mat during his search for weapons. In 
conducting the search in that area he observed the baggie of methamphetamine in 
plain view. 
CONCLUSION 
The Defendant's Motion to Suppress should be DENIED. Officer Kaurin's 
contact and detention of Defendant was based upon reasonable articulable 
suspicion that the Defendant had committed a crime and the detention was 
therefore lawful. The initial search of the vehicle was based upon probable cause 
that there was a weapon concealed therein and the officer was justified in 
conducting a warrantless search for the weapon. Thereafter, Officer Kaurin had 
probable cause to believe that the Defendant's vehicle contained additional 
weapons and/or contraband and was justified in conducting a warrantless search of 
the entire vehicle. In the alternative, the search was lawfully conducted incident to 
Defendant's arrest as it was reasonable to believe evidence relevant to the crime of 
arrest might be found in the vehicle. 
The State, for the foregoing reasons, respectfully requests this Court 
DENY the Defendant's Motion to Suppress Evidence. 
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this __ day of July 2010. 
GREG H. BOWER 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
Heather Reilly 
Deputy Prosecuting A 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE !il)-n-
1 HEREBY CERTIFY that on this~ day of July, 2010, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing STATE'S OBJECTION TO MOTION TO 
SUPPRESS to Anthony Geddes, Attorney at Law, Ada County Public Defender's 
Office, Boise, Idaho, 83701 by inter departmental mail 
STATE'S OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO SUPPRESS (LEICHTY)-18 -
00065 
GREG H. BOWER 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
Heather C. Reilly 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 West Front Street, Room 3191 
Boise, Idaho 83 702 
Phone:(208) 287-7700 
Fax: (208) 287-7707 
NO. ____ F-ILE-D -r-, 
A.M ____ ,Pl\l -+\---
JUL 2 1 2010 
J. DAVID 
By SCARLETT RAiil!RE2 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRJCT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
THE ST A TE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TROY E. LEICHTY, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ ) 
Case No. CR-FE-2010-0004342 
NOTICE OF INTENT TO 
IMPEACH 
COMES NOW, Heather C. Reilly, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for the County of 
Ada, State of Idaho, and notifies the Court and Counsel of intent to impeach the Defendant 
with evidence of prior convictions pursuant to I.R.E. 609 as follows: 1. BURGLARY II; 
and 2. GRAND THEFT, FELONY, Felony convictions on 9th day of March 1987, in 
Case number 14022; and/or 3. BURGLARY IN THE FIRST DEGREE; and 4. 
ATTEMPTED GRAND THEFT, Felony Convictions on the 4th day of December 1991 in 
Case number 17926. 
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The state hereby provides specific notice of its' intent to use the above convictions 
pursuant to I.C.R 609(b), in that a period of more than ten years may have elapsed since 
the date of each conviction and/or Defendant's release from incarceration, whichever is 
later. However, the probative value of the convictions substantially outweighs the 
prejudicial effect. 
In addition, the state may seek to impeach the Defendant regarding the elements of 
the charged crime of Possession of Controlled Substance including: intent and knowledge 
utilizing the following additional convictions: POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED 
SUBSTANCE, a Felony Conviction on the 31st day of October 1994, in case number 
H9400116; and/or POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, a Felony 
Conviction on the 8th day of January, 2001, in case number CR-99-1215. 
GREG H. BOWER 
By: Heather C. Reilly 
Deputy Prosecuting Attome 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this Jl 0{- day of July 2010, I caused to be 
served, a true and correct copy of the foregoing Notice of Intent to Impeach upon the 
individual(s) named below in the manner noted: 
Name and address: Anthony Geddes, Ada County Public Defender, 200 W Front St., 
R 1107, Boise, ID 83 702 
o By depositing copies of the same in the United States mail, postage prepaid, first 
class. f By depositing copies of the same in the Interdepartmental Mail. 
o By informing the office of said individual(s) that said copies were available for 
pickup at the Office of the Ada County Prosecutor. 
o By faxing copies of the same to said attorney(s) at the facsimile number: ___ _ 
NOTICE OF INTENT TO IMPEACH (LEICHTY) page 3 
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-GREG H. BOWER 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
Heather C. Reilly 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street, Room 3191 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Phone: 287-7700 
Fax: 287"'"7709 
JUL 2 1 
J_ 
IN THE DISTRJCT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRJCT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TROY E. LEICHTY, 
Defendant, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ ) 
Case No. CR-FE-2010-0004342 
NOTICE OF INTENT TO 
USE EVIDENCE PURSUANT 
TO I.R.E. 404(b) and I.C.R. 16 
COMES NOW, Heather C. Reilly, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for the County of 
Ada, State of Idaho, and notifies the Court and Counsel of intent to use evidence of the 
Defendant's other crimes, wrongs or acts to establish or prove motive, opportunity, intent, 
preparation, plan, knowledge, identity, or absence of mistake or accident pursuant to I.R.E. 
404(b) and I.C.R. 16 in the State's case in chief. The general nature of the evidence will 
include the following: Statements made by Defendant during recorded phone calls made 
from jail, regarding recent prior use of dope/controlled substances. Specifically, during a 
NOTICE OF INTENT TO USE I.R.E. 404(b) and I.C.R. 16 (LEICHTY), Page I 
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phone call made on March 31, 2010, to phone number 208-353-2203, Defendant and the 
unknown female he is speaking too discuss Defendant's use of "dope" with another 
individual called "Scotty". Defendant acknowledges "slamming" in the female's house, 
discusses how Defendant asked Scotty if he "wanted a hit" and then "did it for him". 
During the conversation, Defendant acknowledges doing dope in the house and 
acknowledges going out and doing dope. Further, Defendant and female discuss not liking 
how Defendant is when he is "high". Defendant is also recorded during a second 
conversation to the same phone number on March 31, 2010, speaking with a female, 
identified as his mom, stating, "He wants to be clean". During this conversation, the 
unidentified female Defendant was previously is called "Christy". 
In addition, there are a 
of Defendant's arrest on March 15, 20 
jail calls made from the date 
pn::sent 111 which Defendant talks about 
using "dope"/controlled substances and makes statements using terms evidencing his 
familiarity with "dope" and/or methamphetamine/controlled substances. 
Finally, to the extent that it may be considered other crimes, wrongs or acts, the state 
intends to introduce the circumstances leading up to the Defendant's arrest on March 15, 
2010, including but not limited to his appearance, state ofW1dress, location, items located in 
his vehicle and the statements Defendant made to Officer Kaurin and other officers. The 
circumstances are described and/or reflected in the police report authored by Officer Kaurin 
as well as the audio taped recordings of the officers' contact with Defendant, identified 
under BCPD DR #06223, and disclosed in the State's Response to Discovery and 
Addendums thereto. 
DATED this ~ } day of July, 20 I 0. 
GREG H. BOWER ing(2 
Heather C. Reilly 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
NOTICE OF INTENT TO USE I.R.E. 404(b) and I.C.R. 16 (LEICH Y), age 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF RECEIPT 
~ 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on thisd( '-day of July, 2010, I served a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing Notice of Intent to Introduce Evidence Pursuant to I.RE. 404(b) to: 
Anthony Geddes, Ada County Public Defender, 200 W Front St., RI 107, Boise, ID 83702 
o By depositing copies of the same in the United States mail, postage prepaid, first 
class. 
b-jBy depositing copies of the same in the Interdepartmental Mail. 
£ By informing the office of said individual(s) that said copies were available for 
pickup at the Office of the Ada County Prosecutor. 
u By faxing copies of the same to said attorney(s) at the facsimile number: 
----
(\ / 
.· 1 , /1 
'·j /l Ill 
C, 
i };{ /;,l! 19 
Legal Assistant 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IOAHO, IN ANO FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
} 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. C. ,Z ,=-e Z0/0 
Plaintiff, 
MOTION TO SET ASIDE FORFEITURE 
vs. 
Jaoy·· L }l:3Z-H-r-Y ~ Bond Amt:$ ~ tk?4 Cl) 
__________ / ____ .} PowerNo.,4,_ -poybB 774 
Defendant. ~ - ) Date Forfeited: Z: - Z.. &, - 2A::--/ Q 
/-fec-1'../leA.. t}c,.,E?ts ~ who heretofore posted the above-
referenced undertaking of bond of the above-named defendant, said bond having been 
forfeited by this court, hereby moves this court for an Order setting aside said forfeiture of 
bail and exonerating the same pursuant to authority set forth in Idaho Criminal Rule 46(e) on 
the following grounds: 
/A,/,1(Zt1,4r,)7 >~12VC-t) C1V 
-P-;_&~c) 
Bail Agent Date 
MOTION TO SET ASIDE FORFEITURE AND EXONERATE BOND - Page 1 [Rev. 4·2009] 
Motion for Bond Reduction - circle/ Not Advanced/ Withdrawn Denied Granted . 
Additional Remarks (iriclude anything the defendant or either counsel was told) ~.,..,.----
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
NO·---=,----
FILED /Z'. d-IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA AJA ___ ..r.M. ':1 , 
AUG 1 f 2010 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
) Case No.: CR-FE-2010-0004342 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
, .• ~ 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
TROY LIECHTY, ) 
DECISION AND ORDER RE: MOTION TO 
SUPPRESS 
) 
______ D_e_fe_n_d_an_t. ______ ~) 
This case is currently before the Court on the defendant's Motion to Suppress. An 
evidentiary hearing was held on July 26, 2010. Based upon the evidence submitted at the 
hearing, the Court makes the following Factual Findings: 
I. 
FACTUAL FINDINGS 
Troy Liechty was legally parked in his car, a two-door Suzuki Sidekick, in a dirt area, off 
the road, across from Capital High School on March 15, 2010 at about 8:30 a.m. The car was 
observed by Boise police officer David Kaurin. The area where Mr. Liechty was parked was not 
customarily an area where cars were parked although, occasionally, the Officer had observed 
cars parked in that area with "for sale" signs in the front window. Mr. Liechty's car was facing 
away from Capital High School towards the rear of homes on Brynwood Street. It was next to a 
dirt mound and some bushes and would have had to have been put into reverse to pull out. The 
Officer could not see inside the car and could not tell if it was occupied when he first pulled up. 
The Officer stopped his car and walked over to the passenger side of Mr. Liechty's car and 
tapped on the window. The rear of the Suzuki was blocked and the passenger window had a sun 
shield on it which, although shaded, could be seen through. As Mr. Liechty reached over to roll 
down his window, Officer Kaurin opened his car door. Mr. Liechty did not consent to the 
ORDER: SUPPRESSION - 1 
Officer opening the door nor did the Officer ask for consent. Officer Kaurin testified that he was 
concerned because he could see an object in the occupant's hand that might be a weapon so he 
opened the door. Officer Kaurin is a uniformed Boise patrol officer who was fully uniformed 
and armed although he did not draw his weapon. He did not activate his overhead lights when he 
stopped to check out Mr. Liechty's car. The object in Mr. Liechty's hand was a small flashlight. 
Because it is not relevant to the first issue presented in this Motion, there will be no extensive 
further findings. To sum up what occurred, further questioning of the defendant led to him 
stating that he had a large knife in the car which the officer could not see. His peculiar behavior 
and attire led the officer to place him into custody prior to retrieving the knife. A subsequent 
search of the vehicle revealed methamphetamine. The defendant has been charged with 
Possession of a Controlled Substance and Possession of a Concealed Weapon. 
II. 
LEGAL ANALYSIS 
The defendant has moved to suppress the evidence seized in the vehicle search. He 
challenges the initial seizure of his person and the validity of the subsequent search of his 
vehicle. There is no dispute that there was no outstanding warrant for the arrest of the defendant 
at the time of the incident and that no warrant was ever issued for the search of his vehicle. 
The Fourth Amendment to the United States Constitution guarantees the right of the 
people to be free from unreasonable searches and seizures. State v. Willoughby, 147 Idaho 482, 
211 P.3d 91 (2009). All encounters between law enforcement officers and citizens do not 
implicate the Fourth Amendment. There is no unconstitutional seizure of a person just because a 
police officer approaches someone on a street or in another public place, and asks him questions. 
Florida v. Bostick, 501 U.S. 429,434, 115 L. Ed. 2d 389, 111 S. Ct. 2382 (1991); Florida v. 
ORDER: SUPPRESSION - 2 
000~75 
Royer, 460 U.S. 491, 103 S.Ct. 1319, 75 L.Ed.2d 229 (1983); State v. Baker, 141 Idaho 163, 107 
P.3d 1214 (2004). State vJordan, 122 Idaho 771,839 P.2d 38 (Ct. App. 1992). Unless and until 
there is a detention, there is no seizure within the meaning of the Fourth Amendment and no 
constitutional rights have been infringed. Royer, 460 U.S. at 498, 103 S.Ct. at 1324. Even when 
officers have no basis for suspecting a particular individual, they may generally ask the 
individual questions and ask to examine identification. Florida v. Rodriguez, 469 U.S. 1, 105 
S.Ct. 308, 83 L.Ed.2d 165 (1984). Where an officer merely approaches a person who is standing 
on the street, or seated in a parked vehicle located in a public place, and pose a few questions, no 
seizure has occurred. State v. Baker, supra, State v Jordan, supra, citing United States v. 
Castellanos, 731 F.2d 979 (D.C.Cir. 1984); United States v. Woods, 720 F.2d 1022 (9th 
Cir.1983). However, a seizure under the Fourth Amendment occurs when an officer by means 
of physical force or a show of authority restrains the liberty of a citizen. As the Supreme Court 
discussed in State v. Willoughby, supra: 
A seizure initiated through a show of authority requires words or actions, or both, 
by a law enforcement officer that would convey to a reasonable person that the officer 
was ordering him or her to restrict his or her movement. ( citing State v. Maland, 140 
Idaho 817, 820, 103 P.3d 430, 433 (2004) ... If a reasonable person would feel free to 
disregard the law enforcement officer, then the encounter is consensual. ... There is no 
seizure unless the individual actually submits to the officer's show of authority .... 
( citations omitted) 14 7 Idaho at 486. The Supreme Court in State v. Willoughby looked at two 
questions to assess whether a seizure of the person had occurred: was the officer's show of 
authority such that a reasonable person would not feel free to leave and did the person allegedly 
seized submit to the officer's show of authority? In determining if a seizure of the person has 
occurred, this court is required to look at the totality of the circumstances in assessing whether a 
person would feel free to leave and not submit to further questioning. 
ORDER: SUPPRESSION - 3 
While, under the circumstances of this case, there is no problem with Officer Kaurin 
deciding to check out the defendant's vehicle and go over and talk to him since he was parked in 
a public place, a seizure of the defendant occurred when the officer opened the car door and 
stood in the area of the opened door. No reasonable person would feel free not to talk to a police 
officer who was standing by their open passenger door. While his weapon was not drawn, he 
was clearly a uniformed police officer. In order to terminate the conversation, the defendant 
would have had to drive away in reverse, a reasonable person would not try to back out of the 
place they were parked if someone was standing by an opened passenger door because they 
could hurt the person standing by the door. 
At the time he approached the defendant's vehicle, Officer Kaurin did not have the facts 
necessary to justify a stop under Terry v. Ohio, 392 U.S. 1, 88 S. Ct. 1868, 20 L.Ed.2d 889 
(1968). Under Terry, a law enforcement officer may briefly detain a person for investigation 
without running afoul of the requirement for a warrant and without probable cause, if the officer 
has a reasonable articulable suspicion that a person has committed, or is about to commit a 
crime. "Reasonable suspicion must be based on specific, articulable facts and the rational 
inferences that can be drawn from those facts." State v. Bishop, 146 Idaho 804,203 P.3d 1203 
(2009). While reasonable suspicion is less than probable cause, it "requires more than a mere 
hunch or 'inchoate and unparticularized suspicion." Id. quoting Alabama v. White, 496 U.S. 325 
at 330 ( 1990). Reasonable suspicion is based upon the totality of the circumstances known to the 
officer "at or before the time of the stop." State v. Bishop at 811. At or before the time that 
Officer Kaurin opened the defendant's passenger door, effectively blocking any ability to 
disengage from the conversation, he knew only that a car was legally parked in broad daylight in 
a place where cars were usually parked facing the other direction. At this stage, Oft:icer Kaurin 
ORDER: SUPPRESSION - 4 
had only a hunch that more was going on, he did not have enough to justify an investigatory 
detention. While it is true that, if he had an articulable suspicion sufficient to warrant an 
investigatory detention, it would not matter if the officer opened the door or told the defendant to 
get out, he did not have that much information at the time he took the action he took. No 
reasonable person would drive off and terminate the encounter when the only way to leave 
would be to back out and would result in th.e officer being potentially injured. See, State v. Fry, 
122 Idaho 100, 102 (Ct. App. 1991)(holding a seizure occurred where one officer stood behind a 
vehicle while another tapped on the window because it was impossible for the driver to drive 
away). Because a seizure occurred, reasonable suspicion was required either before or at the 
time of the seizure to warrant an investigatdry detention under Terry v. Ohio. 
The State's reliance on State v. Irwin, 143 Idaho 102, 137 P.3d 1024 (Ct. App. 2006) is 
misplaced. In State v. Irwin, the police observed a car traveling at night which had no 
headlights on and had an open passenger door, later, they observed a person exiting the vehicle 
while it was still moving. The police talked to the passenger and then located the car which 
was, by then, "lawfully" parked on the shoulder. The officers approached the car and saw 
someone curled up on the floor. Since the officer could not see the person's hands, the officer 
opened the passenger side door and ordered the person out. The encounter led to a DUI charge. 
The Court of Appeals held that it was not a Fourth Amendment violation for an officer, who had 
reasonable suspicion to detain the driver for traffic violations, to open a car door rather than ask 
the occupant to step out. The Court noted that the officer's action of opening a car door before 
telling the occupant to get out is no more intrusive than commanding the occupant to get out-
either way, the officer would see into the vehicle. However, the officer in State v. Irwin had a 
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reasonable, articulable suspicion that a crime had occurred or was occurring when he opened the 
car door, in this case, the officer did not. 
Because there was not a valid detention, the motion to suppress is granted. 
It is so ordered. 
Dated this 11th day of August, 2010. 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on this 11 th day of August, 2010, I mailed (served) a true and 
correct copy of the within instrument to: 
ADA COUNTY PROSECUTOR 
INTER DEPT MAIL 
ADA COUNTY PUBLlC DEFENDER 
INTER DEPT MAIL 
J. DAVID NA VARRO 
Clerk of the District Court 
By:(!hJMJli~ 
<:.:;;:> -...;......,-
Deputy Court Clerk 
00080 
GREG H. BOWER 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
Heather C. Reilly 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street, Room 3191 
Boise, Idaho 83 702 
Phone: 287-7700 
Fax: 287-7709 
NO.----=F,L-;::-;~cn:-:_=-.k?b·. ---
A.M____ ~
AUG 1 1 2010 
J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk 
By SCARLETT RAMIREZ 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TROY E. LEICHTY, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ ) 
Case No. CRFE2010-0004342 
STATE'S MOTION FOR 
PERMISSION TO 
APPEAL 
INTERLOCUTORY 
ORDER 
COMES NOW, Heather C. Reilly, Deputy Ada County Prosecuting 
Attorney, in and for the County of Ada, State of Idaho, and hereby moves this Court 
pursuant to Idaho Appellate Rule 12, for Permission to Appeal this Court's 
Interlocutory Order entitled Decision and Order Re: Motion to Suppress filed August 
11,2010. 
STATE'S MOTION FOR PERMISSION TO APPEAL INTERLOCUTORY 
ORDER (LEICHTY) - 1 -
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RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this JJ!~y of August, 2010. 
GREG H. BOWER 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
Heather Reilly 
Deputy Prosecuting Att 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
rHt I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this~day of August, 2010, I served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing STA TE' S MOTION FOR PERMISSION TO 
APPEAL INTERLOCUTORY ORDER to Anthony Geddes, Attorney at Law, Ada 
County Public Defender's Office, Boise, Idaho, 83701 by inter departmental mail 
STATE'S MOTION FOR PERMISSION TO APPEAL INTERLOCUTORY 
ORDER (LEICHTY) - 2 -
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CRIMINAL CASE FILE MEMO S ~ 
DATE: 4 J;), tO)p DEFENDANT PRESENT~ ~o~zjioND 
FROM: Jud e Deborah Bail/ Carol Luedtka/ Sttsan G~tnbee 1.1/1 e S~·c<._ G)s ,1.e,f 
RE: State v // CASE NO. t!J:IO C>oiJ L/31/d--.. 
L4' ~-741£ 
Counsel for the Defendant l ·~ /f:}.t~~-? 
Interpreter ---~-----/---------.-------
Plea Bargain ~ tL£4,~.,LJ!0 
Motion for Bond Reduction - circle/ Not Advanced/ Withdrawn Denied Granted 
Additional Remarks (include anything the defendant or either counsel was told) ____ _ 
00083 
E EIVED 
2 J. DAVID NAVARRO, CLERK 9FJHE DISLT COURT 
SY (_~( ~ , 
Deputy 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
) 
} 
) 
) 
) 
ORDER SETTING ASIDE FORFEITURE 
vs. 
) j/icy 1-:, EL.fl-n/ } 
---:--------''-------') 
-----=D..;::;e.;..cfe=n=d=a=n=t. ______ ) 
, who heretofore posted the above-
referenced undertaking of bond of the above-named defendant, has filed a motion with this 
court requesting an Order setting aside the forfeiture previously entered in this matter and 
exonerating the bond referenced above, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the forfeiture of the undertaking previously issued in 
this case evidenced by power of attorney be, and hereby is, set aside. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that said bond is hereby exonerated. 
JUDGE Date 
00084 
ORDER SETTiNG ASIDE FORFEITURE AND EXONERATING BOND [Rev. 3-20041 
ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant 
ANTHONY R. GEDDES, ISB #5265 
Deputy Public Defender 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 
! \f E 
NO, _ _,,,=""_ 
FILED _1 
~M .. ___ .... RM . ..f:!.-. ....... - .. 
AUG 1 7 2010 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, 
DO
SSN: 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-FE-2010-0004342 
ORDER OF DISMISSAL 
Defendant filed a Motion pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule I 2(b )(3) to suppress evidence 
seized at the time of Defendant's arrest. The Court found that evidence in this case was obtained 
as the result of an invalid detention of Mr. Liechty. Therefore, the Court suppressed all evidence 
that was seized after Mr. Liechty was detained. 
The Court finds that the State will be unable to pursue criminal prosecution of Defendant 
due to the lack of lawfully obtained evidence. Therefore, this Court hereby dismisses the above-
entitled case with prejudice as it applies to the SUR ressed evidence. 
SO ORDERED AND DA TED, this "' day of 
ORDER OF DISMISSAL 
DEBORAH A. BAIL 
District Judge 
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l 
ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant 
ANTHONY R. GEDDES, ISB #5265 
Deputy Public Defender 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 
AUG 2 3 2010 
J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk 
By JANAE PETERSON 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TROY E. LIECHTY, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-FE-2010-0004342 
MOTION FOR RETURN OF 
PROPERTY 
COMES NOW, TROY E. LIECTHY, Defendant above-named, by and through 
ANTHONY R. GEDDES, Ada County Public Defender's office, and moves this Court pursuant 
to I.C.R. 4l(e) for an ORDER releasing al/ items listed on the attached property invoices that 
were the product of an unlawful seizure subject to Defendant's unlawful detention. 
DA TED, this ~j day of August 2010. 
Attorney for Defendant 
MOTION FOR RETURN OF PROPERTY 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this O day of August 2010, I mailed (served) a true 
and correct copy of the within instrument to: 
HEATHER REILLY 
Ada County Prosecutor's Office 
Interdepartmental Mail 
MOTION FOR RETURN OF PROPERTY 2 
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. - .. , 
ADA COUNTY SHERIFF 
BOISE POLICE 
PROPERTY INVOICE 
DRNoO{.)t~3 
'3/1 'J j-;U, ,: 
DATE 3 IS \ 
1 = Stolen 
0 INVOICE ONLY 0'REPORT TO FOLLOW 0 CITED/NO REPORT 
2 = Embezzled 
3 = Seized 
4 = Evidence 
BOOKING OFFICER ADA NO. 
7 
--· 
·coo1; 
ITEMNO. 
.:; 
·cooe 
5 
A.PPAOVEOB"(, 
ii 
LOCATION SEIZED 11 
OFFENSE 
CL..v..J 
SERIAL. NO. 
SER.IA.l. NO. 
LOCA. TlON SEIZED I I 
SERIAL NO. 
LOCATION SEIZED I I 
SERIAL NO . 
SEfUAL. NO. 
I I 
SERIAL NO. 
I I 
SERIAL NO. 
D 
SERIAL NO. 
LOCA T10N SEIZED I I 
HOW PROPERTY OBTAINED/DETAILS OF INCIDENT 
WAIVER: The property is not my own and I do not allege any claim upon Iha 
property as against Iha true owner nor do I allege any claim upon 
Iha property against Iha City of Boise nor County of Ada, Idaho. 
PERSON PROPERTY OBTAINED FROM ADDRESS 
SERIAi.NO. 
SIGNATURE: 
PHONE NO. 
PAGE 
OF 
TIME 63 
5 " Found 
6 = Safekeeping 
7 = Destruct Only 
8 = 01her 
FELONYIMISD. 
Stored at ~ Property Room 0 Other _ _ _ ___________ _ 
D If Pawn Shop. attached pawn ticket copy 10 !his form. 00088 7 
j I . 
.. \1 • . -· 
.... . ·-..... ADA COUNTY SHERIFF 
BOISE POLICE DATE 3/,s }to 
PROPERTY INVOICE 
D INVOICE ONL y ~PORT TO FOLLOW O CITED/NO REPORT 
BOOKING OFFICER ADA NO. 
-, 
APPROVED 5: 
fie/ 
ITEM NO. SERIAL NO. 
\\ 
" 
SERIAL NO. 
LOCATION SEIZED 
' l 
SERIAL NO. 
SERIAL NO. 
LOCATION SEIZED 
11 
SERIAL NO. 
ITEM NO. DESCRIPTION SERIAL NO. 
1 = Stolen 
2 = Embeuled 
3 = Seized 
4 = Evidence 
OFFENSE 
C:..C:..'--"'J 
5 = Found 
6 = Satekeep,ng 
7 = Destruci Only 
8 = Other 
FELONY/MISD. 
PROPERTY USE ONLY 
OISPQ:, .. 
. ,..;.._--:---..,.,.: -.~ 
. :v:·r:'-
BARCODEf.,,,., . 
.• , 
' 
.,. 
·~ ·-.:: .. ; 
: - - , ~~ J.-- -~·- : . ·: 
.. t • • , ~ .; • • ..J .: 
. :~ - . . - - -,._. 
-: --.- ~ ·;;:~- :i 
.-· -- · 
. .... -., -.. , . __ _ _ .,,. \ • -
. . 
_·. : -~- . .---. .- ~ '· ... 
-,:· ... ., 
"CODE OWNER'S NAME =~=-;-:-::-:-:-:::-----------------,-:L--;O::-:C::--:A:-::T::'.IO~N:-:--::S-::E-:-::IZ::E::D:----L---------11-....;;..;..;;....;.;;;.,r, - . . ' ("~>· · ..- . :.. ~ ..- .. ;..i ·.~~---- . _:~--.. l ~ ·-\"···. --: :--, .. . , . !_ 
ITEM NO. DESCRIPTION 
"CODE OWNER'S NAME LOCATION SEIZED 
ITEM NO. DESCRIPTION 
"CODE OWNER'S NAME 
ITEM NO. DESCRIPTION 
'CODE OWNER'S NAME LOCATION SEIZED 
HOW PROPERTY OBTAINED/DETAILS OF INCIDENT 
WAIVER: The property is not my own and I do not allege any claim upon the 
property as against !he true owner nor do I allege any claim upon 
the property against the City of Boise nor County of Ada. Idaho. 
PERSON PROPERTY OBTAINED FROM ADDRESS 
SIGNATURE: 
I I 
SERIAL NO. 
,, 
SERIAL NO. 
I I 
Store<lat: ~ Property Room D Other ______________ _ 
0 If Pawn Shop. anachad pawn ticket copy to this form. 
~-· ! -J __ ; t,;· 
' .· . 
....... -.- . 
PHONE NO. 
00089 
RE a,-; R'J)_s 
ADA COUNTY SHERIFF 
BOISE POLICE 
PROPERTY INVOICE 
0 CITED/NO REPORT 
L0CA TION SEIZED 
"COOlii L0CA TION SEIZED 
ITEMNO. DE8CAPTION 
·COO& OWNOl'S NAMI 
ITDINO. DESQIIPnON 
'C0DII OWHER'SNAM8 
ITDINO. DE.SCRIPTlON 
"COD& OWNER'SNA.Me 
ITElfNO. DE8CAIPTlOH 
"CODli ONNERSNA.Wa 
ITEMNO. -DESCAPTION 
·CODE OWNER'SNAM& L0CA TION SEIZED 
I' 
ITEMNO. DESCRIPTION 
"COOE OWNEA"SNAME L0CA TlON SEIZED 
HOW PAOPERTY OBTAINEOOETAIUi OF INCIDENT 
WAIVER: The p,ope,ty la not my own Ind I do not allege any claim upon IN 
prope,ty u ~ lfle lNI own• nor do I allege any dallll upon 
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SEP 2 2 2010 
J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk 
By SCARLETT RAMIREZ 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR ADA COUNTY 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff-Appellant, 
vs. 
TROY LIECHTY, 
Defendant-Respondent. 
) 
) 
) Case No. CR-FE-2010-0004342 
) 
) NOTICE OF APPEAL 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
TO: TROY LIECHTY, THE ABOVE-NAMED RESPONDENT. ALAN 
E TRIMMING, ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER, 200 W. FRONT STREET, 
ROOM 1107, BOISE, IDAHO 83702, AND THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-
ENTITLED COURT: 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above-named appellant, State of Idaho, appeals against the 
above-named respondent to the Idaho Supreme Court from the DECISION AND 
NOTICE OF APPEAL - 1 
00091 
SEP.22.2010 1:17PM NY GEN CRIMDIV NO. 422 P. 3 
ORDER RE: MOTION TO SUPPRESS, entered in the above~entitled action on 
the 11th day of August 2010, The Honorable Deborah A. Bail presiding. 
2. That the party has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, 
and the judgments or orders described in paragraph 1 above are appealable 
orders under and pursuantto Rule 11 (c)(?), I.A.R. 
3. Prelirninaiy statement of the issue on appeal: Whether the district 
court erred in suppressing evidence arising from police contact with Liechty. 
4. To undersigned's knowledge, no part of the record has been 
sealed. 
5. The appellant requests the preparation of the folfowing portions of 
the reporter's transcript: The evidentiary hearing held July 26, 201 a (Susan 
Gambee, reporter; estimated pages: 50). 
6. Appellant requests the nonnal clerk's record pursuant to Rule 28, 
I.AR. 
7. I certify: 
(a) That a copy of this notice of appeal is being served on each 
reporter of whom a transcript has been requested as named below at the 
address set out below: 
SUSAN GAMBEE 
Court Reporter 
200 W. Front Street 
Boise, ID 83702 
(b) That arrangements have been made with the Ada County 
Prosecuting Attorney's office which will be responsible for paying for the 
reporter's transcript; 
NOTICE OF APPEAL - 2 
00092 
~FP "2 201'1 ' 17PM J- .. L, iJ 1: , TNY GEN CRIMDIV NO. 422 P. 4 
(c) That the appellant is exempt from paying the estimated fee 
for the preparation of the record because the State of Idaho is the appellant 
(Idaho Code§ 31-3212); 
(d) That there is no appellate filing fee since this is an appeal in 
a criminal case (1.A.R. 23(a)(8)); 
(e) That service is being made upon all parties required to be 
served pursuant to Rule 201 I.AR. 
DATED this 22nd day of September 2010. 
K NNETH K. JOR E EN 
Deputy Attorney G neral 
Attorney for the Appellant 
NOTICE OF APPEAL - 3 
f)OOQ~ 
SEP. 22.2010 1: 18PM lJV GEN CRIMDIV NO. 422 P. 5 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILl~G 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this 22nd day of September 2010, caused 
a true and correct copy of the attached NOTICE OF APPEAL to be placed in the 
United States mail, postage prepaid, addressed to: 
THE HONORABLE DEBORAH A. BAIL 
Ada County District Court 
200 W. Front Street 
Boise, ID 83702 
GREG BOWER 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street 
Boise, ID 83702 
ALAN E. TRIMMING 
Ada County Public Defender 
200 W. Front Street 
Boise1 ID 83702 
HAND DELIVERY 
MR. STEPHEN W. KENYON 
CLERK OF THE COURTS 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0101 
KKJ/pm 
NOTICE OF APPEAL - 4 
00094 
ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant 
200 W. Front St., Ste. 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (2 08) 2 87-7400 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
TROY EDWIN LIECHTY 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
vs. 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Criminal No. CR-FE-2010-0004342 
ORDER APPOINTING STATE 
APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER 
ON DIRECT APPEAL 
The above-named Plaintiff-Respondent, TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, 
being indigent and having heretofore been represented by the Ada 
County Public Defender's Office in the District Court, and said 
Defendant having elected to pursue a direct appeal in the above-
entitled matter; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED I AND THIS DOES ORDER/ That the Idaho 
State Appellate Public Defender is appointed to represent the 
above named Plaintiff-Respondent, TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, in all 
matters pertaining to the direct appeal. 
DATED This /st day of 
ORDER APPOINTING STATE APPELLATE 
PUBLIC DEFENDER ON DIRECT APPEAL 
DEBORAH A. BAIL 
District Judge 
000~}~ 
TO : Clerk of the Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
451 We st State Street 
Boise, Idaho 83720 
(208) 334-2616 
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
8 2 
x Docket No . 3 80 83-2010 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-TROY EDWIN 
LIECHTY, 
vs. 
TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - X 
NOTICE OF TRANSCRIPT OF 86 PAGES LODGED 
Appealed from the District Court of the 
Fourth Judicial District of the State of 
Idaho, in and for the County of Ada, 
Deborah A. Bail, District Court Judge. 
This transcript contains hearing held on: 
July 26, 2010 
DATE: Octobe r 4, 20 10 
Susan G. Gambee, Of f i c ial Court Repo rter 
Official Court Reporter, 
Judge Deborah Bail 
Ada County Courthouse 
Idaho Certified Shorthand Reporter No. 18 
Registered Merit Reporter 
00096 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Appellant, 
vs. 
TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, 
Defendant-Respondent. 
Supreme Court Case No. 38083 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
I, J. DA YID NAVARRO, Clerk of the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District of the 
State of Idaho in and for the County of Ada, do hereby certify: 
That the attached list of exhibits is a true and accurate copy of the exhibits being 
forwarded to the Supreme Court on Appeal. 
I FURTHER CERTIFY, that the following documents will be submitted as EXHIBITS to 
the Record: 
1. Transcript of Preliminary Hearing Held April 6, 2010, Boise, Idaho, filed May 7, 2010. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the said 
Court this 13th day of October, 2010. 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
J. DAVID NAVARRO 
Clerk of the District Court 
00097 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
Deborah Bail/C. Luedtka 
District Judge Clerk 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TROY LIECHTY, 
Defendant. 
Plaintiffs Counsel: 
HEATHER REILLY 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
July 26, 2010 
EXHIBIT LIST 
Case No. CRFE10100004342 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
Defendants Counsel: 
TONY GEDDES 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 
BY NO. DESCRIPTION STATUS DATE 
ST A AUDIO BYOFFICER KAURIN ADMITTED 
ST B DVD OF PICTURES ADMITTED 
Exhibit List Page 1 of 1 
7/26/10 
7/26/10 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICTOF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Appellant, 
vs. 
TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, 
Defendant-Respondent. 
Supreme Court Case No. 38083 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, J. DAVID NAVARRO, the undersigned authority, do hereby certify that I have 
personally served or mailed, by either United States Mail or Interdepartmental Mail, one copy of 
the following: 
CLERK'S RECORD AND REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT 
to each of the Attorneys of Record in this cause as follows: 
LAWRENCEG. WASDEN 
ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT 
BOISE, IDAHO 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER 
ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT 
BOISE, IDAHO 
J. DAVID NAVARRO 
Clerk of the District Court 
00099 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Supreme Court Case No. 38083 
Plain tiff-Appellant, 
VS. CERTIFICATE TO RECORD 
TROY EDWIN LIECHTY, 
Defendant-Respondent. 
I, J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk of the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District of the 
State of Idaho, in and for the County of Ada, do hereby certify that the above and foregoing 
record in the above-entitled cause was compiled and bound under my direction as, and is a true 
and correct record of the pleadings and documents that are automatically required under Rule 28 
of the Idaho Appellate Rules, as well as those requested by Counsels. 
I FURTHER CERTIFY, that the Notice of Appeal was filed in the District Court on the 
22nd day of September, 2010. 
CERTIFICATE TO RECORD 
J. DAVID NAVARRO 
Clerk of the District Court 
00100 
